“Lam building a 

society in which racial 
and economic unfairness 
will be eliminated” 


‘Rev.’ Jim Jones 


MASS SUICIDE & MURDER: 


END OF A 
“PERFECT MARXIST 
EXPERIMENT” 


Rhodesia: the real issue 


Part of the modern technique of mis- 
leading public opinion on an issue of great 
importance is to select an argument that lies 
on the periphery of that issue and inflate 
such an argument so that it takes the place 
of the issue itself. 

So it is with the current argument 
raging about sanctions against Rhodesia. 
The Tory leadership adopted the policy of 
abstaining from the recent vote in favour 
of continued sanctions — which was tanta- 
mount to supporting sanctions — then 
sacked from its front bench two Tory MPs 
who voted against sanctions. 

The two, Messrs. John Biggs-Davidson 
and Winston Churchill, reacted to their 
dismissal by arguing that because Rhodesia 
was set along the road to ‘majority rule’ it 
was the time to end sanctions and they had 
voted accordingly. 

A reasonable enough argument so far 
as it goes but a perfect example of a side 


issue. 

The real issue where Rhodesia is con- 
cerned is not that of how far Rhodesians 
have proved their commitment to majority 
rule, nor by what process the transition to 
majority rule is to be made. Least of all is it 
whether those who take over the mantle of 
majority rule are the seemingly more 
‘moderate’ Africans such as Muzurewa and 
Sitole or the terrorist leaders of the so-called 
‘Patriotic Front’. 

The real issue is, and always has been, 
the principle of majority rule itself. The real 
issue is that of whether in Rhodesia Britain 
supports the Blacks or her fellow Whites. 
Anyone who diverts attention from this as 
the absolutely fundamental and central 
question in Rhodesia is guilty of the sort of 
tactics of confusion that only serve Britain’s, 
and Rhodesia’s, enemies. 

It seems that the Tory Party is firmly 
united in its belief that majority rule must 
be instituted in Rhodesia, in other words in 
its belief that Britain should desert its fellow 
Whites and support the Blacks. Beside this 
the party’s internal arguments about the 
precise timing of the dropping of sanctions 
appear trivial and bogus. 


No bias at Hillingdon 


Mr. Terence Dicks, the housing chair- 
man of Hillingdon council who, very 
properly, said that it was not the respon- 
sibility of the council to house an Asian 
family that was dumped on its doorstep and 
consequently dispatched the family to the 
Foreign Office, has since said that there is no 
policy on the part of the council of 
discriminating on behalf of Whites against 
Coloureds. This was in answer to those who 
raised the matter of a White Rhodesian 
family who, shortly before, had been found 
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a house by the council after arriving homeless 
on a plane at Heathrow. 

We do not see why Mr. Dicks should 
be at such pains to prove to everybody that 
his council does not favour White Rhodesians 
against Asians. If they do not, they damned 
well should do. As in the case of the family 
of Mr. Peter Turvey, the Rhodesians 
involved, most Whites who come from 
Rhodesia are of British descent. If they are 
not to be given preference in this country 
over people of Asian descent — supposing 
that it is right to admit the latter at all — 
that is an outrage of which we should all 
be ashamed. 

Perhaps Mr. Dicks in his own heart 
knows this and believes it but must for 
political reasons protest otherwise. Let us 
hope we live to see the day when the 
representative of a borough council need no 
longer make such abject pleas on that 
council’s behalf. 


Appropriate gesture 


The new book on the Nuremberg trials 
by Tory MP Airey Neave tells us little that 
we did not know already. It has been known 
for some years, though hardly advertised, 
that Churchill’s idea was to summarily shoot 
50 to 100 of the top German leaders rather 
than mess about with a formal trial. It was 
the Russians who insisted on a showpiece 
trial, along the lines of their own gruesome 
purge trials of the 1930s. And like most 
things which the Russians demanded should 
become Allied policy, it did. 

Despite the fact that the travesty of 
the Nuremberg trials was Russian inspired, 
and that Russian mass murderers themselves 
presided over the legalistic farce that broke 
every principle of jurisprudence, Mr. Neave 
insists that the trials were “right and fair.” 
This absurd position, which fewer and fewer 
people maintain today, is perhaps explained 
by his own admirable campaign to free 
Rudolf Hess from his wretched and unjust 
lifelong imprisonment. Mr. Neave is certain 
to have been long suspect in the eyes of the 
powers that be for this humanitarian cam- 
paign, and he doubtless feels it necessary to 
make some appropriate gesture to rehabilitate 
himself. What a pity. And what a climate of 
intellectual terrorism when men of substance 
and reputation can be cowed into saying not 
what they think, but what they ought to 
think. 


Black and White in Africa 


As a result of the attacks on White 
farmers in Zambia by Black supporters of 
Joshua Nkomo’s ZAPU terrorists, inspired 
by the Rhodesian bombing of terrorist bases, 
some British farmers have already started to 
leave Zambia. Others are already saying that 
they will leave if the violence worsens, and 
Zambian President Kaunda has publicly 
announced that he could not care if they did 
because Zambia can survive without them. 


LOOK, COMRADE WESTERN 
JOURNALISTS, OVER THERE YOU CAN 
SEE THE TERRIBLE CONCENTRATION CAMPS 
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Some hope! White farmers produce 70 
per cent of Zambia’s food, and there would 
be no more salutory lesson than for all of 
them to leave Zambia to starvation and ruin. 
It has long been one of the dearest wishes 
of this magazine for the White inhabitants of 
just one of these supposedly ‘independent’ 
African ‘nations’ to leave it en masse — all 
the technicians, engineers, farmers, 
industrialists and businessmen who literally 
keep these countries from falling to pieces. 
You would almost be able to hear such a 
country grind to a halt! 

For all the aggressive talk by tin-pot 
African dictators, none of them dares expel 
their White populations because they know 
that their own people are just too simple to 
run a sophisticated modern nation. It seems 
therefore that a surrogate form of expulsion 
to satisfy their egos is the elimination of 
European culture instead. The Nigerian 
government has recently implemented the 
recommendations of the “Black Festival of 
Art and Culture” (sic) held in Lagos last 
year, and banned from schools the teaching 
of European history and English, including 
Shakespeare, all other ‘imperialist’ cinema, 
music and cultural material — in particular 
that which ‘falsified’ African history. 

This is of course perfectly under- 
standable. It must be an enormous psycho- 
logical and intellectual burden for Africans 
to have to uselessly strive after European 
standards, to study a culture which is so far 
above their own that it can only give them 
an oppressive sense of inferiority. We 
entirely endorse the principle that all races 
should promote their own culture rather 
than try and absorb what is alien to them. 
It was the false mission of European 
imperialism to try and impose our stan- 
dards on an inferior culture rather than 
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simply rule because of our superior culture. 
If we had learned that lesson then the 
European might still be a power in Africa, 
and we would no longer behold the farcical 
spectacle of Whites running that continent 
in everything but name. 


Deterring the ‘boat people’ 


What a brilliantly prophetic book Jean 
Raspail’s The Camp of the Saints has proved 
to be, in the light of the story of the Viet- 
namese ‘boat people’ exclusively revealed by 
Spearhead in January of this year. 

It is not simply that Raspail’s novel 
predicted the invasion of the West by the 
teeming population of the Third World 
which had taken to fleets of boats. It was in 
describing the reaction of the liberal govern- 
ments, intellectuals and media of the 
decadent West that the book was so 
devastatingly prescient. A sickening editorial 
in the ‘conservative’ Daily Telegraph last 
month blathered: 

“Their (the Malaysians’) duty is none- 
theless clear, as ours would be in similar 
circumstances. It is to act with common 
humanity now . . . Others too have duties 
. . . the whole affluent free world has the 
duty to succour all refugees.” 

So, our liberals tell us (just as Raspail 
described), there is no limit to the suicidal 
‘duties’ which we of the West have to take in 
the surplus population of the coloured 
world, in the name of ‘common humanity’. 
Already, Australia, Britain, Canada, America, 
France, Belgium and West Germany have 
fallen victim to this mania. 

It is indeed a pathetic commentary 
on the nations of the West that a country 
like Malaysia has a more robust determination 
to defend itself than we do, even to the 


extent that some members of its ruling 
National Front government (what an irony!) 
have advocated landmining their shoreline to 
deter the invasion. 


The Loafer’s State 


When a Salford man was found drunk 
and disorderly it was revealed in court that 
he was living on Social Security at the rate 
of £133 a week, which sum he received for 
having 12 children. 

Not only did he apparently have 
enough of this amount to spend on drinking 
himself stupid, but his wife was reported to 
have recently spent a holiday in Tunisia 
which cost £300. 

Cases like these have been revealed to 
the nation for years but absolutely nothing 
has been done to tighten up on such abuses 
of the system. We hear a lot of talk but there 
has been no action. Government apparently 
does not have the will to put an end to the 
Loafer’s State. 

The National Front would not allow 
such slackness. First of all, the man 
concerned, after his first few weeks of being 
out of work, would be compelled to take 
any job offered him or else earn his keep by 
joining a local labour force employed on 
public works. Then the money required to 
keep his dependants would be paid only by 
a voucher system and limited to the essentials 
of food, heat and clothing. Luxuries, such as © 
cars, TV sets, etc. would have to be given up 
if still to be paid for. As for holidays abroad, 
these would be unthinkable. 

And another thing — unless such a 
man were able to get his friends to pay for 
his drinks he would have to remain sober. 


Orthodoxy on money 


“It is difficult to believe even in these 
difficult times that a party promising free 
loans to local bodies and virtually interest 
free money for farmers and small businesses 
can have been taken altogether seriously by 
the quarter of a million electors who voted 
for it on Saturday.” 

This was the typical reaction of the 
British press to the substantial swing to the 
Social Credit party in the New Zealand 
general election last month. The air of 
patronising incredulity and talk of ‘funny 
money’ is as predictable a response to parties 
advocating monetary reform as the accusation 
of Nazism is against parties standing on a 
racialist platform. Our subservient media can 
always be relied upon to maintain the aura 
of mystery surrounding our monetary 
system, and prevent the ordinary member of 
the public from ever thinking that money 
does not have to be issued as an interest- 
bearing debt. The comment quoted above is 
certainly not the independent observation of 
the journalist who wrote it. He has merely 
repeated a view which he knows to be the 
‘orthodox’ line, a line ultimately laid down 
by the financial interests to whom the media 
is subservient. 
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1981: WILL WE KNOW 
THE TERRIBLE TRUTH 
ABOUT THE SIZE 
OF BRITAIN'S 
BLACK POPULATION? 


WILL the 1981 Population Census expose 
the terrifying growth and true size of the 
coloured population in Britain? This 
depends on whether the Government will 
allow the Office of Population Censuses 
and Surveys (OPCS) to ask people in their 
1981 survey the vital question: ‘What is 
your ethnic origin?” At the moment the 
Government White Paper on the forth- 
coming census indicates that this key 
question will be asked. 

No true assessment can be made of 
the size of the coloured population at the 
moment because second _ generation 
coloured births are not being counted as 
coloured births. The OPCS admit that 
they cannot tell the difference between a 
second generation coloured birth and a 
White birth. 

This is because the Office of Popu- 
lation Censuses and Surveys is only 
allowed to ask parents registering births 
their “place of birth’, not their “ethnic 
origin.”” New Government legislation is 
needed before this question can be asked. 

So far, the OPCS has just guessed at 
the number of these people. The OPCS 
Monitor for August 29, 1978 estimates 
that the total number of second generation 
coloured births up to June 1977 is not 
more than 3,000 throughout the whole of 
Britain. This figure is quite obviously 
absurd. 

Even Ken Sillitoe of the OPCS 
writing in Population Trends No. 13, 
estimates that there will be about 40,000 
by 1981. He claims there were approxi- 
mately 1,000 in 1971, which must mean, 
plotting such a growth on a graph, that 
there were about 7,700 such births by 
June 1977. 

This means that the OPCS figure of 
a total of 47,000 coloured births by June 
1977 is 14 per cent too low. By this year 
it will be something like 19 per cent too 
low — all because second generation 
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coloured births are left out. 

Thus as each year passes OPCS 
totals of coloured births will be 
increasingly inaccurate. In the end, as 
births to actual Immigrants decline, and 
unless people are going to be asked their 
“ethnic origin”, it will mean that the 
total number of ‘coloured births’ will be 
recorded as ‘ZERO’! 

Fantastic and absurd, isn’t it? 

Obviously, the solution is that the 
1981 Census MUST ask the vital question: 
“What is your ethnic origin?’’ Only then 
can we get an idea of the true size of the 


RAGE: UNCLASSIFIED 


coloured population. And remember, the 
OPCS estimate of “fertility rates” is 
calculated from the ‘“‘total births”, which 
are yearly becoming more inaccurate. If 
total births are too low, then estimates of 
the coloured fertility rate are also too 
low. All this arises as a result of the 
deliberate conspiracy to conceal the 
number of births to coloureds themselves 
born in this country. 

Our repatriation policy demands 
that we have accurate figures of the 
number of people who, sooner or later, 
are going home! 


N. T. FRIDD 


Is the Church 
committing suicide? 


ACCORDING TO Dr. Edward Norman, 
Dean of Peterhouse, Cambridge, speaking in 
the first of the 1978 BBC Reith Lectures 
“both individual Christian leaders and the 
churches collectively have undergone a 
process known to social scientists and 
historians as ‘politicisation’.” 

He said “politicisation means the 
internal transformation of the faith so that it 
comes to be defined in terms of political 
values.” The Christian faith has now become 
essentially concerned with social morality. 
“The temporal has superceded the spiritual.” 

It would not be untrue to say that the 
decay characterised by the Church’s obsession 
with secular issues began in the Non- 
Conformist communions, and has now 
spread to the Church of England. It began 
with the concern of the Methodist, Unitarian 
and Baptist Churches with measures to 
alleviate poverty, distress and drunkenness 
last century. Indeed, the Non-Conformist 
Churches were at the forefront of the 
temperance movements. 

The concern with secular and social 
action now threatens even the Roman 
Catholic communion, beguiled by the 
prospect of the first non-Italian Pope for 
over 450 years and a dialogue with the 
communist nations of the Eastern bloc. The 
decay in the Roman Catholic Church has 
gone hand in hand with the tasteless 
gimmickry normally associated with the new 
American Evangelist Churches, even to the 
point of the last Pope choosing the names of 
his two predecessors and the title of 
“Supreme Pastor’. 

Throughout the Christian Communion 
a liturgical tradition dating back many 
centuries is fast disappearing, and with it the 
mystery of the Latin Mass and the Anglican 
1662 Prayer Book, both to be replaced by 
modern English versions. The leaders of our 
Churches have given their congregations 
assurances that these changes are aimed at 
modernising the outlook of the Church and 
making it more attractive to youth. Instead, 
these changes have made the Church more 
susceptible to liberal and left-wing infiltration 
and corresponding politicisation. 

At about the same time there has been 
a classic redefinition of sin, in the same 
terms as the current trend to excuse crime 
as a product of social deprivation and 
environment. In place of the traditional 
Christian ethic, practising Christians are now 
burdened with the new collective sins of 
racism, class division, the denial of “human 
rights’, world poverty and war. This 
redefinition has every appearance of being 
the product of leftist infiltration into the 
theological colleges. 


No one can be certain exactly what 
these new sins are — or even what they mean. 
Indeed it is a matter of some doubt whether 
they can properly be called sins at all. At 
least the Ten Commandments and the 
direction to eschew the Seven Deadly Sins 
were simple, easy to learn and well defined. 
They may have been draconian even at the 
time of the Non-Conformist revival, and may 
not even have been widely respected, but 
they formed a firm moral foundation to the 
Christian way of life. The Christian, in 
common with every other member of 
society, cannot measure his conduct in terms 
of his individual responsibility for an infinite 
part of the corporate burden of racism, 
‘sexism’ or the denial of human rights, and 
certainly not in terms of his responsibility 
for world poverty and war. 

The Christian, with some justification, 
views the Church growing more and more 
like the secular and materialist institutions 
that surround it. After all, what spiritual 
purpose is served by contributing funds in 
church to Christian Aid, War on Want, 
Oxfam, Shelter or the Catholic Aid Fund — 
funds which can just as easily be donated in 
the streets or by banker’s order? And if a 
spiritual purpose is served, is it necessarily a 
Christian purpose? 


WOLVES IN SHEEP’S CLOTHING 


It would doubtless be incorrect to 
portray these current trends in the Church 
as a wholly deliberate and planned subversion 
by communist priests. On the contrary it 
would appear that our present Church leaders 
have allowed themselves to be deceived into 
redefining Christian values in secular terms 
in order to popularise the Gospel teachings. 
This has enabled less well intentioned 
political activists to pose as Christians — the 
proverbial wolves in sheep’s clothing of such 
dubious left-wing organisations as ‘Christians 
Against Racism and Fascism’. 

The political activists in the Church of 
England were instrumental in November 
1977 in encouraging the British Council of 
Churches to outlaw the National Front. The 
chairman of the Council said that the 
“activities of the Front are a murky stream 
drawing upon poisonous waters and polluting 
the life of the nation.” And in the same 
week the General Synod of the Church of 
England came out in favour of the closed 
shop. It did not occur to either body that 
both pronouncements were grossly presump- 
tuous and ill-designed to foster the Christian 
spirit of co-operation. Indeed, many members 
of the National Front and non-trade unionists 
happen to be church-goers. 


The most ridiculous pronouncement 
has come from the organisation called 
‘Christians Against Racism and Fascism’, 
who have put their name to a draft state- 
ment urging fellow Christians “to love God 
and our neighbours as ourselves in the face 
of racist and fascist ideology.” The direction 
to love God and our neighbours as ourselves 
in the Holy Writ was not a political manifesto. 
These part-time political theologians ought 
to know that Christ deliberately refused to 
be drawn on any contemporary political 
issue; and so have all Christian teachers in 
the last two thousand years except where 
the Christian Church has been threatened 
and persecuted, when, entering the political 
arena has at least been a justifiable, if not 
always a right, course of action. 

Dr. Norman referred to this in the 
same lecture when he stated that “there is a 
fundamental difference between a Christian 
knowledge of politics, acquired to serve the 
interests of the Church, and the identification 
of the content of the faith with human 
attempts at social improvement.” 


SPIRITUAL POVERTY 


A criticism which is often levelled at 
the Church, and in support of its secular 
reformation, is that a strong traditional and 
doctrinal attitude to Christianity in any one 
nation is often juxtaposed to appalling 
poverty. The most quoted examples are 
England of the industrial revolution and 
present day Ireland. However, it may be true 
that our generation is the poorer even 
though it is materially richer; suicide is on 
the increase, and there is an alarmingly large 
number of sociologists, psychiatrists, social 
workers and probation officers. Drug taking 
and alcoholism continue to rise. 

British society of the ’70s and ’80s is 
one which many people view as having no 
future. One of the reasons for this is the 
decay of Christian values and with them 
other priceless values of our Western 
European civilisation such as personal and 
national pride, ambition, honesty and the 
belief in a better future. The Victorians, 
despite widespread poverty, believed that 
things were going to carry on getting better 
and better. They planned railways and 
designed buildings to last for centuries, and 
they felt confident that the large families 
they raised would live to enjoy an even 
better society. 

The belief in a better future has died, 
and those people who choose to have 
children today fear for their welfare in a 
society where honesty and ambition are no 
longer encouraged. It is not a promising 
future. 

The Church has done as much as any 
other institution to destroy the will of the 
British people to preserve their civilisation, 
by its incompetent peddling of second-hand 
political and materialistic ideas for social 
improvement. It is a pity that this has 

Contd. on page 13 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


THE CREED OF 
A NATIONALIST 


IN THIS COLUMN last month I pointed to 
the inadequacy of Liberal Democracy, as it 
has developed in Britain, to preserve society 
from the tendencies towards disintegration. I 
analysed the manifestations of sickness in 
the Liberal West that had given rise to the 
counter-revolutionary movement generally 
known as Fascism. I stated that because the 
West had rejected Fascism as an answer to 
the problems that Liberalism had created it 
did not mean that an alternative answer had 
been found. I pictured Liberalism and 
Fascism as respectively thesis and anti- 
thesis in the quest to find that ideal balance 
between Order and Freedom, and proposed 
that we now had to find the synthesis. 

It must never be forgotten, however, 
that both the Liberal-Democratic and Fascist 
styles of government and society are mere 
forms; procedures and structures adopted as 
means of achieving certain human goals. 
They are not ends in themselves, and as long 
as we persist in seeing them as ends, rather 
than just as means, we will experience 
continual confusion in our search for the 
synthesis mentioned. 

Even the aims of Order and Freedom, 
referred to earlier, are themselves only 
means. What value in Order if it is the order 
of a senescent society, quietly and peacefully 
dozing its way towards eclipse, towards an 
exit from history? Conservatives who call for 
a restoration of ‘Law and Order’ usually give 
the impression that so long as that state of 
things is achieved nothing else matters. In 
fact the orderly progress towards national 
death is less preferable than a state of violent 
revolution and upheaval if the consequence 
of such revolution and upheaval might be 
the restoration of national life forces. No, 
the virtue of Order depends entirely on the 
purposes to which society is ordered. 

So also with Freedom. What value in 
Freedom if it is the freedom of the criminal 
to prosper in crime, the freedom of the 
mobster to promote mob rule, the freedom 
of the subversive to subvert, the freedom of 
every anti-social and anti-national element to 
run amok, the freedom that ends in political, 
economic, social and moral chaos? As I said 
in last month’s article, there is only one 
freedom worth defending and that is the 
freedom to do what is right. 


THE LIBERAL VIEW 


Indeed this is not how the liberal sees 
it. To him Freedom is the ultimate end of 
everything — his particular conception of 
Freedom, that is. It is a freedom which has 
very little to do with the right of the 
ordinary individual to live his private life as 
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he wishes — for that freedom has in fact 
been steadily eroded as the liberalisation of 
modern society has advanced. The freedom 
which liberals principally have in mind is the 
freedom of the sediment of society from 
legal restraint and the freedom of sectional 
power-groups to tear society apart. 

The obsession of the liberal with 
‘Freedom’ in this context can be seen from 
the liberal reading of history. The last two 
World Wars, for instance were fought, not 
first and foremost for the defence of land 
and people, of Empire, of national interests; 
they were fought for ‘Freedom’ — a piece of 
meaningless verbiage that seems to suffer no 
diminution from the ironic laugh that it 
must now provoke East of the Elbe. History 
as a whole is seen as a continual progression 
upward towards greater ‘Freedom’ — 
meaning of course a progression towards 
ever more liberal institutions. The good guys 
of history are those who aided this pro- 
gression, the bad guys those who hindered it. 
Thus liberals today ask of an age, not what 
great music, literature or architecture it 
produced, not what achievements of 
national expansion, of heroism, of discovery, 
of invention it generated, not whether for 
the nation it was an age of victory or defeat, 
glory or humiliation, but whether in such an 
age liberal ideals of Parliamentarianism, 
Democracy and ‘Liberty’ were in the 
ascendant. 

To oppose this thoroughly shallow and 
silly view of history and the idea of priorities 
that it betokens does not mean dismissing 
Freedom as being of no value or importance; 
it means simply establishing a perspective in 
which Freedom is seen as one of the possible 
means towards a better society depending on 
who has it and the uses to which it is put. 


SOCIETY’S GOALS 


We can only properly evaluate 
Freedom, and we can only properly evaluate 
Order, if we first settle the question of what 
are society’s basic goals? What is society’s 
purpose in the first place? What is the object 
of all politics and human organisation? 

To liberals no better summary of this 
purpose and object can be found than that 
contained in the following passage from the 
writings of Jeremy Bentham, often regarded 
as the Father of English liberalism:— 


“The aim of government should be the 
greatest happiness of all the members of the state. 
But what is good for one may be opposed to the 
happiness of many others. Unfortunately, it is 
impossible to enlarge indefinitely the sphere of 
happiness of every individual without coming into 
conflict with the happiness of others. Therefore 
the only aim should be the greatest possible 
happiness of the greatest number; in a word, the 


common good is the right aim of government, and 
the proper task of a lawmaker is to discover 
regulations designed to bring about the greatest 
good to the greatest number of human beings... 
The determination of every point in every law, 
from first to last, without exception, must be 
directed towards the greatest good of the greatest 
number and must rest upon that principle.” 

As if anticipating that his interpretation 
of ‘happiness’ might be questioned, Bentham 
described it as being a state of “Subsistence, 
Abundance, Security and Equality”. 

In this evaluation of Bentham’s we can 
find an echo of the words of John Locke, 
writing nearly a century earlier, who said :— 

“Men being, as has been said, by nature all 
free, equal and independent, no one can be put out 
of this estate and subjected to the political power 
of another without his own consent, which is done 
by agreeing with other men to join and unite into a 
community for their comfortable, safe and 
peaceable living, one amongst another, in a secure 
enjoyment of their properties, and a greater 
security against any that are not of it.” 

In the latter passage Locke gives a 
strong clue to what is the essential point: 
men join together “for their comfortable, 
safe and peaceable living” — in other words, 
were this comfortable, safe and peaceable 
living to be obtainable without such a 
coming together it would not occur. Implicit 
in this way of thinking is the supposition 
that there is in Man absolutely no firm 
community spirit or loyalty stemming from 
his innermost being; any community that he 
joins is merely a protection society for the 
furtherance of his own private interests and 
desires; men come together to obtain by co- 
operation that which they could not obtain 
living in isolation from one another. 
Citizenship is in effect relegated to the status 
of a mere insurance policy in which in return 
for certain contributions one gets certain 
benefits. 

That some men in this world regard 
their place in society as being no more than 
that is undoubtedly true. However, such 
men are the exception to history and not the 
cause of it. There is scarcely a single major 
historical development of which this impulse 
can be said to be the motive. All of history’s 
most decisive men, and the movements of 
multitudes that they have inspired and 
directed, have assuredly been driven on by 
far deeper forces within the human spirit. 
This is a fact so patently obvious that even 
the most doctrinaire liberal would not deny 


it. Yet the logic that it predicates in our 
understanding of society is something that 
liberals just will not accept. 

As for Bentham’s ideal of the greatest 
happiness of the greatest number, this 
reduces human society to no higher level of 
consciousness than a herd of cows in a field, 
who are surely happy while being allowed to 
graze in peace. Should the quest for political 
wisdom not recognise in great races and 
nations some more lofty ambitions than 
those of cows? 


ANARCHY THE LIBERAL IDEAL 


These gems of liberal thought betray 
the real truth: that the ideal human state is 
one of anarchy, in other words with every- 
body enjoying total freedom to do what he 
likes. Liberals do not say that this is not 
desirable, only that it is not possible — given 
the proximity to one another in which 
humans have to live. One man’s freedom is 
therefore limited by the need for it not to 
come into “conflict with the happiness of 
others” — and not, it seems, by any higher 
considerations than that. 

So far as Bentham’s criteria of 
happiness are concerned, we get an even 
better picture of liberalism’s real values. 
“Subsistence”, “Abundance”, “Security” — 
all essentially materialistic concepts. About 
“Equality”, it may be assumed that 
Bentham meant equality before the law, for 
liberalism had not in his time advanced so 
far along the communist road as to claim 
that all men can possibly be equal in merit, 
possessions or rank. 

We need not waste time arguing the 
usefulness of these aims to evaluate them in 
the scale of human priorities. Of course 
everyone prefers Happiness to Unhappiness, 
Subsistence to Starvation, Abundance to 
Shortage, Security to Insecurity, and 
certainly most of us believe that men should 
be equal before the law. 

But in my submission any society in 
which these aims are paramount is a society 
advanced very little above the animal level 
and indeed in some respects even inferior to 
animals, as I shall later explain. To return to 
our original question, what is the object of 
all politics and human organisation? 


OUR PURPOSE 


To us in the National Front the answer 
has always been clear. The strongest drive 
which we as humans possess is the drive 
towards the perpetuation and the destiny of 
our kind, towards the furtherance of its 
interests and the expansion of its power. 

And when we say this we mean it 
historically and not just contemporarily. 

By “our kind” we mean of course our 
people, that people bound to us ethnically 
and by tradition, custom, history, language 
and sentiment: our nation. 

Thinking and feeling in this way, we 
cannot cut ourselves off either from our past 


or our pen a: past has made us what we 
are and given us what we have. Had our 
ancestors married negroes, we would today 
be part negro, with all that that implies. Had 
our ancestors not conquered and colonised 
great areas of the world, our generation 
today would lack living space and natural 
resources. Had our ancestors not achieved 
mighty works, we today would not only not 
be able to enjoy the practical benefits of 
those works but would not be able to draw 


upon their creation as a source of honour. 


and pride. 

And to us honour and pride are very 
real values because they are very real human 
emotions — emotions without which 
mankind descends very quickly to a con- 
temptible existence. 

This sense of honour and pride drives 
us to pass on to the generations of the future 
the heritage which we have had handed 
down to us from generations of the past — 
if possible increased but at least not 
diminished. 

As nationalists we see ourselves as part 
of a process of destiny and our individual 
lives valuable or worthless according to what 
part we play in that destiny; in this destiny 
lies the extension of our egos which lifts us 
to a level of thought and action higher than 
that which merely serves our own selves. 
This does not mean that we deprecate 
individualism but that we value the individual 
personality as an agent in the destiny of 
nation and race. This is in complete contrast 
to liberalism, which regards the individual as 
an end in himself and community as merely 
a means. 

From our position we are bound to 
take a different view of Freedom and its 
limitations. The liberal will limit the 
freedom of one individual at the point where 
it may intrude upon the freedom and 
happiness of another individual. To us that 
limit is dictated by the national interest, 
present and future. 


THE ANIMAL WORLD 


Even the animal world, notwithstanding 
its comparatively primitive level, is in this 
respect more virtuous than humans of the 
liberal persuasion, since it does have a very 
rudimentary urge to survive and continue 
itself — if we exclude such unusual forms of 
animal life as lemmings. Certainly in nearly 
all types of animal there is a built-in instinct 
of self-preservation which extends to the 
preservation of the species, of the race. 


Humans addicted to liberalism are nearly 


alone among life forms on this planet in 
being quite unconcerned with the destiny of 
their kind, only with the destiny of their 
beliefs. 

There is one particular field which best 
exemplifies the difference between our own 
national and race ethic, with its destiny 
orientation, and the wholly selfish ethic of 
liberalism: this is the field of procreation. 

Today the liberal world is frantically 


trying to organise ‘birth-control’. Why birth 
control? Very simply because in the spiritual 
wasteland that is the modern West families 
must be kept down to a size that will not 
endanger our enjoyment of such economic 
priorities as motor cars, colour TV sets and 
washing machines. It is no use telling liberals 
that birth-control leads to racial death; for 
such things as race destiny have no interest 
for him. His concern is only for the 
contemporary world, its pleasures, its amuse- 
ments, its material wants. Sex is one of these 
and nothing more. The future of the race 
can therefore be forgotten as we get on with 
the job of enjoying the present to the fullest 
degree. 

How differently do we see things! To 
us a divine purpose is at work in ordering the 
human functioning so that one of life’s most 
beautiful experiences is at the same time a 
means to the creation of new life; the 
pleasure of the former achieves its most 
complete totality with the coming of the 
latter. With joy we greet the birth that is the 
sign of the continuance of family and race; 
to the liberal that birth is an inconvenience 
to the business of enhancing the ‘affluent 
society’. 

It is in these basic human values and 
goals that we see the real gulf between 
liberalism and our own __ nationalist 
philosophy, not necessarily so much in the 
political procedures that are adopted in the 
pursuit of those values and goals. We really 
stand for an entirely different type of 
country and an entirely different type of 
world to those of the liberals, and it is this, 
more than any questions of method, that 
divides us from them. 


SYNTHESIS 


Once this is recognised, it is much 
easier for us to reconcile and synthesise the 
sometimes conflicting concepts of Order and 
Freedom, Authority and Democracy. 

In a really mature approach to politics 
neither Authority nor Democracy are sacred 
principles in themselves. There are situations 
in the affairs of men in which salvation can 
only come from the inspiration of the out- 
standing leader and through the gift of his 
command, or alternatively through the 
command of a wise and strong-willed elite. 
There are other situations in which the best 
decisions can be made by means of popular 
concensus. The art of true leadership, and of 
government, is that of correctly appraising 
these situations and acting accordingly — 
knowing, in other words, when to adopt 
autocratic and when to adopt democratic 
methods. 

This is not the liberal approach. To the 
liberal, Autocracy is at all times self-evidently 
wrong — even if it achieves results that bring 
great benefits to nation and people; Demo- 
cracy is at all times self-evidently right — 
even though its results may be disastrous to 
nation and people. 

Contd. on page 20 
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Troubleshooting special ») vartin weesTerR 


‘British Sickness’ 
IS Media induced 


CONSIDER what has happened to the 
British people during the last 33 years: 

The British Empire, which one and a 
half million British fighting men died to 
defend in two World Wars and numerous 
smaller conflagrations this century, was 
scuttled in less than 20 years. 

Our emasculated economy was then 
dragged into the Common Market where it 
is being looted by wartime allies and enemies 
alike. 

Unemployment hovers at the one and 
a half million mark, and inflation fluctuates 
between 9 and 24 per cent. 

As Government expenditure cuts are 
imposed at the behest of international 
bankers, closing our hospitals, ever greater 
sums are lavished by the Government on 
foreigners by “Community Relations” grants 
and “Foreign Aid’”’ . . . money borrowed at 
high interest rates from international bankers! 

Millions of Afro-Asian aliens pour into 
our island, swamping our cities, turning 
decay into squalor. Our old folk and women- 
folk are attacked, beaten and robbed in the 
streets in broad ’ daylight at a rate which 
betokens not mere criminality but the will 
to race-war. Rape is now a daily feature of 
London life. 

Financial parasites and con-men from 
the City perpetrate ever more outrageous 
rip-offs of any remaining assets which have 
come down to us from the good husbandry 
of our Victorian great-grandfathers. 

Meanwhile a handful of Marxist 
saboteurs try to fill the souls of their fellow 
trade unionists with the puss of spite and 
envy, so that they will support any self- 
destructive folly. 

The traitors responsible for all this and 
much other wickedness besides now flaunt 
their political and financial bankruptcy, 
their manifest treason, by transacting the 
dissolution of British national sovereignty. 

They seek to break up our United 
Kingdom through ‘devolution’, and then 
propose to hand over such sovereignty as 
remains with Parliament at Westminster to a 
bastard ‘Euro-Parliament’. 

The betrayals and indignities which are 


heaped upon our nation and our people are 
not just obvious to anyone who has a flicker 
of patriotic sensibility .. . they scream out 
continuously in a way that moves me to 
feelings of outrage, anger and vengefulness 
which I find hard to bear. 


“ARE THEY WORTH IT?” 


I know that many people — especially, 
of course, National Front members, see and 
feel these things as strongly as I. How often 
have I heard NF activists declare, after 
contact with some ordinary-man{or woman) 
-in-the-street who has expressed views which 
indicate a total absence of national and 
racial self-respect: 

“God! I sometimes wonder whether 
the British people are worth the effort! 
Sometimes I feel that they deserve everything 
that they ve got coming to them...”’ 

It is certainly amazing that the British 
people should have been betrayed and abused 
so gravely and cynically without there having 
been a full-scale revolt. In view of what they 
have stood for with hardly a whimper, can 
these people really be the children of 
Boudicca, Alfred, Drake, Nelson and a host 
of other warriors? Yes they are! 

Then what is wrong? 

The big advantage which Britons 
struggling for racial and national survival in 
olden times had over Britons today is that 
the Britons of olden times — indeed British 
warriors up until the Second World War — 
either lived in a world where the mass media 
of press and broadcasting did not exist at all, 
or in more recent times the media was 
entirely supportive of their efforts to defend 
the realm. 

Today the mass media, due to techno- 
logical advances, is more potent than ever — 
and it is organised almost without exception 
to undermine and destroy any reaction or 
instinct on the part of the British people to 
struggle to defend and preserve their 
birthright. 

No institution of contemporary civilis- 
ation illustrates more brazenly the way in 
which communistic ideas and communistic 


personnel are able — encouraged — to survive 
and thrive within a capitalist structure. 

The existence of this capitalist/ 
communist nexus within the mass media 
(and thus within the whole internationalised 
Establishment) became ever more obvious 
and vivid this year as the Establishment 
threw in all its resources — with the media 
as spearhead — in a desperate war to crush 
and obliterate the National Front. 

Without massive research assistance 
and many, many more pages available to me 
I could not possibly present a comprehensive 
review of how the media is mobilised to 
undermine patriotism and national indepen- 
dence. All I can do is present instances and 
events which illustrate that the media’s anti- 
patriotic malignancy is systematic. 


WORLD IN ACTION 
Regular Spearhead readers will 
remember NF Chairman John Tyndall’s 


review of the disgraceful World In Action 
film ‘“‘about”’ the National Front. 

It will be remembered that the pro- 
gramme company which made the film, 
Granada Television is part of a monopolistic 
multi-national organisation owned by a 
Labour Party supporting multi-millionaire 
Zionist Lord Sidney Bernstein. 

It will be remembered that the 
Executive Producer of the film was another 
media Zionist Brian Lapping, and that 
Granada’s Executive in charge of features is 
Gus Macdonald, formerly Executive Producer 
of World In Action, and formerly a member 
of the Socialist Workers’ Party when it traded 
under the name of the International 
Socialists. 

It will also be remembered that John 
Tyndall was offered four minutes to make 
replies to the twenty-two minutes’ worth of 
distortions and deliberate lies the film con- 
tained, and that his reply was edited down 
to less than one minute! 

The same company, a few weeks later, 
produced a documentary on the build-up to 
and proceedings at the 1977 Communist 
Party of Great Britain annual conference 
which led to the adoption of the C.P.’s new 
“moderate”? “democratic” policy statement 
The British Road to Socialism. 

That ‘documentary’ was some three 
hours in length and was serialised over three 
evenings at peak viewing time! The film was 


made with the complete co-operation of the 


C.P. leadership. Camera crews were allowed 


Contd. on page 17 
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e IN DARKEST AFRICA 


Nigerian writer Dillibe Onyeama has 
really ‘told it how it is’ in an astonishing 
book about the brutality, corruption, filth 
and chaos of Black Africa entitled The 
Return (Satellite £3.50). Slavery, he says, is 
rampant in Nigeria, where even factory 
hands earning £1 a month can afford to keep 
slaves. They live on the left-overs of their 
masters’ food, sleep on the kitchen floor, are 
unmercifully beaten and possess only a few 
tatty clothes and a comb. They are often as 
young as 10 years old. 

The army in Nigeria, says the author, 
are prone to stop traffic near their barracks, 
“destroying cars and maiming the drivers” 
for no apparent reason. Taxi drivers “‘unmer- 
cifully run down pedestrians”. This kind of 
brutality is a feature of everyday life. “‘There 
are many citizens who will pretend not to 
see a corpse lest they somehow be implicated 
in the death. Consequently dead bodies can 
occasionally be seen rotting in cars or on the 
wayside or in marketplaces.” 

The author claims that the country is 
so corrupt that traffic policemen are regularly 
bribed and even bank clerks expect a bribe 
for cashing a cheque, otherwise it means 
waiting over two hours. Airline passengers 
with firm reservations have to bribe officials 
as much as £95 to obtain a boarding pass. 
Otherwise the seats are given to the highest 
briber. Fights regularly break out between 
reservation passengers and unreserved bribers. 
There is, says the author, “‘a flagrancy of 
bribery and corruption unequalled anywhere 
else in the world.” 

Onyeama describes the “chaos” of 
Black Africa and the “incompetence and 
callousness on an unbelievalbe scale.” There 
are power failures two or three times a day; 
one set of traffic lights only working in the 
capital; a telephone system near to collapse 
and shocking hospital conditions “frequently 
resultings in deaths that could so easily have 
been prevented.” Many Nigerian doctors 
“are quite validly considered dangerous.” 

He describes “pitted roads . . . the 
putrefying stench of the open gutters... 
stagnant water . ..a dead dog rotting by the 
wayside, its stomach contents spilled out . . .” 
The Lagos government has ‘solved’ traffic 
congestion by making it the law that cars 
beginning with odd and even numbers be 
used respectively on alternate days! 

And what is the explanation for this 
incredible shambles? The answer is also 
courageously supplied by our Black author. 
He quotes “four prominent” Nigerians as 
telling him: 

“We just have to face the hard fact 
that we are basically inferior to the White 
man, We are simply backward.” 


® EQUALITY HOAX BLASTED 


Whilst on the subject of backwardness, 
fresh proof of the fact that intelligence is 
predominantly inherited has come in a new 
research survey carried out in Britain, Scan- 


IN BRIEF 


dinavia and the United States by Professor 
Hans Eysenck, Professor of Psychology at 
London University, and Dr. David Fulker, of 
the London Institute of Psychiatry. Professor 
Eysenck said that the studies included a 
careful analysis of varying environments, but 
they concluded that intelligence was four- 
fifths inherited and one-fifth determined by 
the environment. 

Meanwhile in America, Professor 
Arthur Jensen has presented startling new 
evidence on the racial basis of intelligence to 
the American Psychological Association. His 
basic discovery was that there is a clear cor- 
relation between the electrical rhythms of 
the brain and intelligence, as measured by 
standard IQ tests. Blacks and Whites were 
electronically tested on their reaction speeds, 
when required to push buttons corresponding 
to a random sequence of flashing lights. 
Jensen found that the results, in which 
Blacks performed poorly, correlated “‘across 
the board” with their performance in 
standard IQ tests. Jensen described the view 
that Blacks have fast reflexes as “‘a popular 
misconception”, and stated that since 
reaction speeds are based in the bio-electrical 
structure of the brain and are therefore 
genetically determined, mental ability as 
measured by IQ tests is “getting at something 
much more basic” than acquired skills. 


@ WAR ON WHITES 


It seems that the dear old ladies of 
both sexes who subscribe to such suicidal 
enterprises as Oxfam, War on Want and the 
like have suddenly woken up after all this 
time and discovered that these organisations 
are run by Marxists and other assorted lefties! 

A report by Gerard Kemp in the 
Sunday Express revealed that these good 
people were alarmed to find that their 
money, donated by War on Want, was being 
“poured out on what appears to be blatant 
Marxist propaganda.” A deluge of complaints 
has resulted in the organisation’s magazine 
Poverty and Power (‘‘a new magazine about 
imperialism, development and aid”) being 
killed off due to its emphasis on “colonialism” 
and support for “liberation movements.” 

Said Mr. Frank Harcourt-Munning, 
War on Want administrator from 1956 to 
1970: “It seems I wasted 20 years of my life 
for very little purpose. I’m horrified at this 
publication. I’m still an ardent Socialist but 
this is really going overboard. The stuff 
that’s been going in the publication really 
outrages people.” 

The publicity office of War on Want 


has posters on its walls advertising Tariq Ali’s 
International Marxist Group paper Socialist 
Challenge and a prominent quotation from 
Lenin! 

It seems remarkable that it has taken 
so long for these well-meaning people to 
realise that all these poisonous Third World 
so-called ‘charities’ are just vehicles for 
minority racism and Marxist subversion. We 
could have told them that years ago. 


\@ “JEWS IN WOG ROW” AGAIN 


Once again Zionist racialists in Israel 
have decided that a Negro cannot be a Jew — 
despite the fact that Zionist organisations in 
Britain assure us that Negroes can be, and 
should be, British. 

Agudat Israel, one of Israel’s religious 
parties and a partner in Prime Minister 
Begin’s coalition government, last month 
threatened to quit the coalition if the Interior 
Ministry recognised American Negro basket- 
ball player Alsic Perry as a Jew. 

Like the Nazi Nuremberg race laws, 
the rules of the Israeli Sports Federation 
specify that only Jews can be players in 
Israeli teams. So Perry, on the promise of a 
fat bonus, got himself converted to Judaism 
in America. 

But this was not good enough for the 
council of Biblical sages who run the Agudat 
Israel party, and who promptly announced 
that Perry could not of course be “‘a real Jew”! 


© DEGENERATE OF THE MONTH 


es ae 


This month’s easy winner, submitted 
by a Surrey reader, is Godfrey Goodwin 
(pictured above, with a friend). Goodwin, 
deputy headmaster of Bevington comprehen- 
sive school, Kensington, won a competition 
organised recently by Collins the publishers 
for the best book reflecting ‘“‘multi-ethnic 
Britain”. Goodwin’s entry, called There 
Ain't No Angels No More, was judged the 
winner out of 450 entries by “multi-ethnic”’ 
judges Buchi Emecheta, Nigerian novelist; 
Dorothy Kuya, Community Relations Officer 
and ‘Chairperson of the National Committee 
on Racism in Children’s Books’; Linda Davis, 
publishing manager of Collins children’s 
books; Rosemary Sandberg, editor of Collins/ 
Fontana Lions children’s paperbacks; and 
Bernard Ashley, London comprehensive 
school headmaster. 

According to ‘Peterborough’ in the 
Daily Telegraph, the judges were so impressed 
by the “‘multi-ethnic” drivel of this pathetic 
white degenerate that they thought the 
author must himself be a coloured Immigrant! 
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RICHARD VERRALL 


FROM ROUSSEAU TO THE 
“REVEREND JONES 


THE ‘REV.’ JIM JONES, who killed himself 
and ordered the bizarre mass suicide and 
murder of over 900 of his followers in 
Guyana last month, was a utopian Socialist. 
He is said to have begun his life of socialism 
in San Francisco, where he displayed the 
proverbial “deep concern about social issues 
and racial equality.’’ Then came his attempt 
to build in Forbes Burnham’s Marxist state 
of Guyana what he described as “a socialist 
paradise in miniature,’ or elsewhere “a 
Marxist Eden carved out of the jungle.” 

Promising his multi-racial band of 
People’s Temple followers that he could lead 
them away from racial and economic injustice 
to this new socialist paradise, he established 
the commune in the jungle which rapidly 
degenerated into an ugly police state. Armed 
guards held sect followers captive, public 
beatings were administered, and _ sect 
members’ homes, property and money were 
systematically looted from them. The 
insanity finally ended when, after a number 
of previous “‘suicide drills”, Jones ordered 
his blindly loyal followers to commit mass 
suicide by drinking a cyanide mixture in a 
fruit flavoured soft drink from a large metal 
tub. Children had the poison squirted down 
their throats from a syringe. Those who 
resisted the suicide decree or expressed an 
understandable preference for going to Cuba 
or the Soviet Union were shot by armed 
guards. 

This unbelievable horror was the end 
of what Jones claimed was a ‘perfect’ 
Marxist experiment. It was the end in 1978 
of yet one more effort to build that Utopian 
society first conceived by Rousseau, in 
which a peace-loving, united and prosperous 
mankind will live in perfect happiness with 
all conflicts of race, class and wealth 
resolved. How significant it is that all these 
utopian experiments have ended in such 
insane orgies of bloodletting as the French 
Revolution, Stalin’s purges and liquidations 
and the mass murder and self-immolation of 
the ‘Jonestown’ commune. Clearly there 
must be something fundamentally wrong 
with this utopia idea. Yet the dream lives 
on, despite the proven failure of Marxist 
societies, in a whole new array of New Left 
factions and mystic sects and cults. The 
‘Rev.’ Jim Jones was only the latest to end 
up, like Robespierre, “‘compelling men to be 
free,’ and then slaughtering those that 
would not. 

No one has yet fathomed the origin of 
this utopian urge, though it clearly has to do 
with some kind of warped, immature 
mentality which is unable to accept the 
world as it is, with all its conflicts, tensions 
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and inequalities that are the products of 
human nature. Hence the need to alter 
human nature, and out of that arises 
inevitably the coercion and tyranny which 
have characterised ‘utopia’ in practice. For 
all their belief in the inevitability of the 
equal society — both Spencer and Marx, 
apostles of liberalism and socialism, believed 
it was inevitable — Rousseau himself 
suspected that it depended upon compulsion. 
He wrote: “Whoever dares undertake to give 
these institutions to a people must feel able 
to change, so to speak, human nature.” 

The monotonous history of attempts 
to change human nature in pursuit of the 
truly ‘communist’ society, and _ their 
subsequent failure and degeneration, never 
deterred further efforts, neither after the 
horrific lesson of the French Revolution, nor 
today after the tyranny of Marxism. 


“STATE OF COMMUNISM” 


Francois Babeuf, the revolutionary 
socialist whose name is inextricably bound 
up with that of Robespierre in the deranged 
frenzy of the French Revolution, was once a 
utopian who devoutly believed in the 
peaceful creation of a “State of Communism” 
in which ‘work and pleasure would be 


equally distributed.” He deplored the Terror 


by which Robespierre hoped to bring about 
this ideal society, especially the latter’s 
somewhat drastic plan to ensure equal 
distribution of bread and work by reducing 
the population of France by some fifteen 
million! His opposition to Robespierre 
quickly landed him in prison. 

Years later, however, Babeuf himself 
soon discovered that the compulsory change 
of human nature was unavoidable if his own 
society of common happiness and true 
equality was to be achieved. Soon the 
former denouncer of Robespierre was 
proclaiming that only Robespierre’s methods 
could be used to create his ‘Republic of the 
Equals’. He wrote: 

‘T confess today that I bear a grudge 
against myself for having formerly seen the 
revolutionary government and Robespierre 
and Saint-Just in such black colours. I think 
these men alone were worth all the 
revolutionaries put together, and that their 
dictatorial government was devilishly well 
thought out ...I do not agree that they 
committed great crimes ... A regenerator 
must ... mow down everythat that thwarts 
him, everything that obstructs his passage, 
everything that can impede his prompt 
arrival at the goal on which he has 
determined.” 


Babeuf was soon raving in Le Tribun 
du Peuple: “Butcher without mercy .. . all 
those immoral beings who would oppose 
your common happiness.” Most fortunately, 
Babeuf’s conspiracy to seize power was 
nipped in the bud, for he had already 
decided that in the coming people’s utopia 
“executive power shall be exclusively 
confided” to himself and his fellow con- 
spirators, in which case he alone, like 
Robespierre, would have decided which 
immoral beings were to be butchered for 
opposing the common happiness. 

One might suppose that the horrors of 
the Terror and its subsequent admirers like 
Babeuf would have put an end to utopian 
ideals of ‘common happiness and true 
equality”, but by the 19th century Europe 
was positively littered with utopians, 
socialists and Marxists. 

Etienne Cabet thought that the perfect 
utopia could be built if only one learned 
from the errors of lunatics like Babeuf, 
whom he agreed ‘“‘was perhaps not quite 
perfect.” In 1840 he wrote down a 
description of his ideal state in Voyage en 
Icarie, and gathered around him a band of 
utopian socialists who called themselves 
Icarians. 

“We are profoundly convinced,’’ they 
declared, ‘‘that a minority cannot establish it 
(the utopian society) by violence ... We 
think that one should profit by the lessons 
of history.”’ Indeed! 


“SUCCESSORS OF CHRIST” 


It was in this optimistic frame of mind 
that Cabet set off with his followers in 1848 
to establish, like Jones, a socialist commune 
in the wilderness of the United States. Cabet 
realised that Marxist materialism was not a 
doctrine to capture the imagination of the 
masses, and so like his successor, the ‘Rev.’ 
Jones, he mixed his utopian socialism with a 
dash of religion and declared that “the 
present Communists are the disciples, 
imitators and successors of Jesus Christ.” 
After settling in a malarial district of Texas 
where some of his followers went mad with 
fever and died, he finally established his 
commune at Nauvoo in Illinois in 1849. 

Despite a brief interval of Cabet’s 
absence, when he was recalled to France to 
answer accusations by some fellow Icarians 
that he had stolen 200,000 francs of their 
funds, communist Nauvoo survived well for 
a few years — and then the inevitable degen- 
eration set in. The commune became a 
tyranny presided over by Cabet, whose every 
whim and decree had to be obeyed without 


question, and who was described by the 
socialist Malon as having ‘‘such a hatred for 
every instinct of liberty.”’ Eventually , Cabet, 
who had made himself sole ruler of Nauvoo 
and had banned tobacco and alcohol as well 
as democracy, was deposed by his fellow 
Icarians. The great experiment of an ideal 
society soon afterwards fell to pieces amid 
warring factions of commune members. 

“We had a furious will to succeed,” 
lamented Cabet, “but the Old Adam in us, 
or the beast, inadequately suppressed, made 
a violent appearance.’”’ This pathetic 
comment reveals much about the fate of 
utopias. They turn to tyranny because, in 
their attempt to change human nature, they 
“inadequately suppress” and therefore distort 
those natural conflicts which in normal 
society are regulated by those two things 
which all utopians, progressives, socialists 
and Marxists have dreamed of abolishing — 
politics and the State. They turn to tyranny 
also because ‘equality’, being an unnatural 
condition, has to be forced upon members 
of society. And it is usually enforced by 
those political: charlatans with a lust for 
power who, like Robespierre, Babeuf, Cabet 
and the ‘Rev.’ Jones, discover that the 
garbage of ‘equality’ is just the sort of 
cure-all that will be bought by dupes and 
suckers down the ages. 


SLAVE ENCAMPMENT 


The fate of ‘Jonestown’ in Guyana 
demonstrated how “the beast in us made a 
violent appearance.” Jones’s society of 
happiness quickly degenerated into a slave 
encampment guarded by thugs with auto- 
matic weapons where sect members were 
flogged for the slightest breach of commune 
rules. Jones ended up, according to one 
Black survivor of the Peoples Temple, ‘a 
fascist”? — by which he meant that his rule 
had become a brutal, tyrannical absolutism 
— and “a bully obsessed by power, death 
and sex.” 

Like Cabet, he amassed a fortune by 
appropriating money, valuables and property 
from the dupes who followed him — 
£250,000 in currency and cheques and a 
further £250,000 in jewellery and gold 
bullion, quite apart from his several Swiss 
bank accounts. Property was expropriated 
because, to use the words of Babeuf, “In 
my system of Common Happiness I desire 
that no individual property shall exist.” Like 
Saint-Simon, the 18th century founder of 
the utopian ‘Socialism’ that inspired the 
French revolutionists, he was a libertine, 
addicted to both drugs and the abuse of 
women. His ‘religious sermons’ at Jones- 
town turned into harangues of sexual 
boasting and public copulation by sect 
members. Jones selected mistresses from 
amongst his female followers and subjected 
them to violent sexual intercourse, during 
which he claimed to “totally obliterate” 
their personalities. And like Saint-Simon, 
who claimed to engage in ghostly conver- 


sations with the Emperor Charlemagne who 


declared him to be the most brilliant 


philosopher of all time, Jones was a conscious 
fraud. In the 1960s, using patients who were 
not clinically dead, he performed “resur- 
rections from the dead” which greatly 
impressed his socialist followers, until 
former aides exposed them as bogus. 

Is it really any wonder that an endless 
stream of inadequate dupes can be recruited 
to such an absurd and impossible ideal as the 
doling out of “social justice” in nice equal 
portions when they can submit themselves 
to a man like Jones and believe that he 
resurrected people from the dead in San 
Francisco? When you realise that there 
is something in human nature which can 
produce such folly; something that can lead 
female members of the Manson cult to slice 
out the foetus from the pregnant womb of 
the murdered Sharon Tate so as to create a 
better society; something that can lead 
members of the People’s Temple to quaff 
gallons of cyanide at the orders of a utopian 
madman, then you realise how it is possible 
for thousands of simpletons all over the 
world to believe that Marxism is going to 
usher in the golden age of peace and equality. 
And you realise how they are able to remain 
unmoved by the horrendous experience of 
Communism in practice, which at this 
moment is still chopping off the heads of 
Cambodians who “oppose the common 
happiness.” 

Were it not for the fact that there 
exists this personality defect in certain 
people which warps the normal desire to live 
in a ‘social order’ and identify with an entity 
greater than oneself, then the experience of 
Communism would long since have 
consigned utopian socialist ideals to oblivion. 
But for every thousand alienated personalities 
looking for a revelation about how to 
achieve heaven on earth, there is one 
charlatan or political psychopath ready to 
peddle it and to whom such people will 
submit themselves with total, unthinking 
abandon. This peculiar psychological 
condition accounts as much for the willing- 
ness of European members of an Indian sect 
to burn themselves to death on _ the 
instruction of their Guru, or for vacuous pop 
stars to sit at the feet of the Maharishi Yogi, 
as it does for the determination of aimless 
youngsters to “destroy capitalist society” on 
the say-so of a 19th century German Jew. 


NATURE OF MODERN LIBERALISM 


As for the gurus themselves, the 
charlatans, lunatics and psychotics peddling 
the “social justice’? cure-all to the simple- 
minded, they are, our liberal intellectuals tell 
us, the saviours of the world. Professor 
Mathurin Dondo, writing of Saint-Simon, 
tells us that he was “profligate, impulsive, 
irrational, a plaything of his sensuous whims, 
victim of his delusions,” and therefore 
“belonged to the class of eccentric, 
unbalanced, unstable individuals from whom 


are recruited reformers and founders of 
religion. The world’s salvation comes from 
the Saint-Simons.” 

And presumably from the ‘Rev.’ Jim 
Joneses also! Perhaps that is why their 
utopian delusions of equality are slowly 
causing our world to disintegrate in licence 
‘and anarchy. 

Indeed, has not the fate of ‘Jonestown’ 
something to tell us about the nature of our 
modern liberalism and “social democracy’’? 
The utopian ideals of liberty, equality and 
fraternity developed by Rousseau and the 
other philosophers of the 18th century led 
swiftly to the insane horror of Robespierre’s 
Directory, the Terror and the guillotine. In 
the same way, ‘Jonestown’, like all Marxist 
rebellions against the ‘injustice’ of society, 
itself became tyranny, slavery and mass 
killing. It is surely significant that, by the 
same process of reversion, contemporary 
liberalism has become the thing which it 
originally reacted against. Born of the same 
18th century ‘enlightenment’, liberalism 
arose as a reaction against absolutism. Yet 
today, has not liberalism metamorphosised 
again into its own form of absolutism, a 
tyranny under which everyone is supposed 
to be equal and happy, but where dissidents 
rebel with the same risk of punishment as 
those in the more advanced Utopias? And 
are not its egalitarian principles fast creating 
a reversion to chaos and barbarism? 


EXCALIBUR TIES 


A Christmas Thought? 


Excalibur, sword of King Arthur and symbol of 

the inalienable right of the British people to sole 

possession of their own country, is the symbol 
of the Excalibur Club. 


Top quality woven ties in three colours 
£3.85 + 15p p&p 
We could have imported a cheaper article, but 
we insisted they were woven in Lancashire mills 
by British workers. Buy now while stocks last. 
NF members only. 
P.O.s to Benjuya Ltd., 73 Great 
Eastern Street, London EC2 


Cheques, 


SPLENDID PROFITS FOR BRANCH FUNDS 


Webb Ivory Christmas Cards & Gift Catalogues 
Address & Details from 
C. Williams, 118 Clapham Rd., London SW9 OJU 
Tel. 735 4941 
Send Today — Christmas is not Far Away 


RAILWAYMEN! sk 


Are you a worker on British Rail or on the 
tubes? You are! Great! Then you should join 
the National Front Railwaymen’s Association. 
NFRA, c/o Excalibur House, 73 Great Eastern 
Street, London EC2. 


Australian NF activist urgently requires 4 
months’ work and cheap accommodation. 
Experienced electrical and building trades. Jack 


of all trades or clerical. Low wages OK. Reply 
to: Spearhead, Box 5222, Excalibur House, 73 
Great Eastern Street, London EC2. 
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ROBERT GREGORY 


ULSTER: ACTION OR DRIFT? 


IT IS LIKELY that the recent campaign for 
the withdrawal of British troops from Ulster 
over a period of five years, launched by the 
Daily Mirror and various others, will continue 
and will be skilfully orchestrated by an 
increasing number of leftist propagandists. 
The motives of the campaign undoubtedly 
suit the long-term aims of those sinister 
forces of the liberal-left that operate and 
control national newspapers such as the 
Daily Mirror and the media as a whole. 
During its campaign the Daily Mirror 
claimed that a great section of the British 
people were in favour of a withdrawal from 
Ulster, yet even if that were true — and one 
would need evidence other than Opinion 
Polls that the Mirror had a hand in compiling 
— since when has that newspaper been con- 
cerned with supporting the views of a great 
section, or even of the majority, of the 
British people? If the Daily Mirror wished to 
campaign on certain issues that reflected the 
views of the British people, then it should 
be actively supporting the restoration of 
Capital Punishment and an end to the 
invasion of Britain by alien hordes in the 
name of a doctrine as patently evil as multi- 
racialism. Yet as is well known, the Daily 
Mirror is, and has always been, vehemently 
opposed to capital punishment and in some 
cases to the idea of punishment at all, while 
it has consistently promoted multi-racialism 


and the consequent destruction of the White 


Race. 

Thus the action of the newspaper in 
claiming to be acting on behalf of a great 
section of the British people in demanding 
the withdrawal of British troops from Ulster 
is a masterpiece of humbug and hypocrisy. 
Although the campaign for withdrawal from 
Ulster by the liberal-left press is both base 
and hypocritical, there are two aspects of 
their argument that do contain an essential 
ingredient of truth. The first is that neither 
of the major establishment political parties 
has a constructive policy on Ulster, indeed it 
would be true to state that since 1974 the 
only policy emanating from Westminster has 
been one of inaction and drift. Throughout 
the present “troubles” the action of British 
Governments, whether Labour or Conser- 
vative, has been that of merely responding 
to events. Positive action has been non- 
existent, with the result that the terrorists 
and their allies in the Irish Republic, the 
United States and within Britain itself, have 
made all the running, and have so far deter- 
mined what is or is not political feasible. The 
decision to send troops into Ulster (1960); 
the introduction of Internment (1971); the 
abolition of Stormont (1972); and the 
various executives and conventions that were 
established (only to die lingering deaths) — 
were decisions taken as a result of external 
pressure to which various British Govern- 
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ments succumbed in one form or another. 

Only one idea continues to survive in 
the mind of the political establishment, an 
idea so discredited and obviously unworkable 
that it is now only occasionally put on 
display by some establishment hack eager to 
parade his liberalism. This idea is the policy 
of power-sharing. This policy pre-supposes 
that the present situation in Ulster can be 
resolved by “‘reasonable discussions” and by 
“sive and take” by all the parties involved. 
History has of course proved over and over 
again that certain political problems can 
never be solved by so-called “reasonable 
discussions’”’. Certain problems indeed may 
be wholly insoluble, and to claim otherwise 
is merely to subscribe to the simplistic 
myths of Marxism. Power-sharing as 
presented by the political establishment is 
simply a surrender to the excesses of 
terrorism and, if ever actually adopted, 
would be one more victory for those that 
hold established law in contempt. 


LEFTIST FALLACIES 


It would also be a betrayal of the 
majority of people in Ulster who have many 
times demonstrated their desire to remain 
under the British Crown as citizens of the 
United Kingdom. Yet it is these people, the 
loyal Protestants, who have continually been 
denigrated by the liberal-left media, which 
appears to hold them responsible for the 
present “troubles” in Ulster because of their 
commanding position in that province under 
the Stormont Parliament (1921-72). It is 
not surprising that in present-day Britain, 
where sickly liberalism and internationalism 
pervade every institution of power, that any 
group of people which actively demonstrates 
their patriotism should be attacked and 
vilified. This applies not only to the Ulster 
Protestants but also to our island’s greatest 
hope at the present time, the National Front! 
However it is possible to correct some of the 
leftist fallacies concerning the Stormont 
period in Ulster, which depicts “Protestant 
ogres” keeping “defenceless” Catholics in 
subjection. 

Out of the chaos that was Ireland in 
the years immediately following the First 
World War, the self-governing province of 
Ulster came into being, under the British 
Crown. This fact was the result of a large 
majority of Ulstermen resolutely opposing 
inclusion in an All-Ireland state and cam- 
paigning for the retention of their British 
links. The new Ulster Parliament, Stormont, 
although not having to face a Civil War 
situation similar to that which raged in the 
South after the creation of the Free State 
(later Republic) in 1922, did have to 
contend with severe disorders perpetrated by 
a minority of Catholic republicans, disorders 


of a kind with which we have become very 
familiar in more recent years. Stormont had 
in fact to contend with the alienation of 
between a quarter and a third of the 
population of Ulster. The Catholic population 
had little regard for any links with the 
Crown and none at all for the Parliament 
and associated institutions of the fledgling 
Province; their sentiments were wholly with 
their co-religionists to the South and their 
aim was the creation of an independent All- 
Ireland State. Until 1927, not a single 
Opposition member sat in the Stormont 


. Parliament, a result of the refusal of Catholics 


to take part in the activities or support the 
institutions of the Province. 

Indeed, throughout the fifty years of 
its existence, Stormont did not possess a 
cohesive opposition, a result of Catholic 
alienation rather than the republican-leftist 
view of vote-rigging by the Protestant 
establishment. A further fact conveniently 
forgotten by critics of the Protestants 
concerns the “B Specials”, a stalwart law- 
enforcing body that has been accused of 
many crimes. It is quite correct that when 
abolished (1970), the “B Specials’? were 
almost entirely a Protestant force but what 
is not well known is that when established 
in 1924, one-third of the places in that force 
were reserved for Catholics by Sir James 
Craig, Ulster’s first Premier. That number 
was a reflection of the Catholic population 
in the province as a whole, and it remained 
unfilled because of the Catholic refusal to 
support the political institutions of the 
province in any way. It was only after this 
boycott by the Catholics that the “B 
Specials” became, of necessity, a Protestant 
force. 


EXPLOSION INEVITABLE 


This rejection by the Catholics of not 
only the institutions but the very existence 
of the province itself not surprisingly 
produced a reaction from the Protestants, 
who saw them asa treacherous and subversive 
element of the population that must be 
continually watched and kept under control. 
Hostility, resentment and mutual suspicion 
developed in the Province, with the Catholics 
finding their (self-inflicted) status as second- 
class citizens intolerable and the bulk of the 
Protestants believing that the words Catholic 
and traitor were synonymous. Add to this 
already dangerous combination the periodic 
terrorist campaigns of the IRA, the equivocal 
attitude of the Republic of Ireland and the 
increasingly weak liberal-left British Govern- 
ments, and one can see that an explosion 
was inevitable. 

After a decade-~of violence and near 
anarchy it may be wondered whether a 
solution to the present situation in Ulster is 


possible. Although, as we have = said 
previously, certain problems can _ be 
insoluble, this is not true of the Ulster. 
situation. The reason that it may appear to 
be so is because the liberal solution to the 
problem, the only option officially backed 
by the British political establishment, is 
unworkable in practice because it is based on 
the tired liberal conceptions of rationality, 
sweet reasonableness and continual dis- 
cussions between two diametrically opposed 
political views. Thus the liberal option, 
power-sharing, is and will remain a non- 
starter. The Protestant Loyalists have not, 
at any time, shown their willingness to live 
under a Republican regime or with 
Republicans, and vice versa. 

In the long term, therefore, the 
government of the Province can only rest 
upon the consent of the majority of people 
of Ulster, and this means that the government 
must return to the normal democratic status 
of a majority government — which means a 
Protestant Government. The present political 
impasse in Ulster exists because the British 
political establishment are attempting to 
foist an alien and undemocratic system of 
government on a population, the majority of 
whom are opposed to it. 

It is ironic and indicative of the depths 
of infamy to which the British establishment 
has fallen, that while encouraging terrorist 
groups in Rhodesia to obtain power by 
murder, rape and pillage, supposedly on 
behalf of the numerical majority within that 
country, the majority in Ulster are denied 
the power to which their numbers, if 
establishment thinking is consistent, entitle 
them. This paradox can of course be 
explained by the fact that one majority is 
Black, internationalist and Marxist, while 
the other is White, patriotic and nationalist. 


NO DISCUSSION 


The second element of truth contained 
in the argument for withdrawal from Ulster 
is that there should be a Declaration of 
Intent by the British Government — not for 
withdrawal as the leftists wish, of course, but 
to the effect that the solution of Ulster’s 
problems must be a United Kingdom 
solution. It should be made absolutely clear 
that, although discussion on other issues is 
permissible, there cannot be any discussion 
on the most fundamental issue, that Ulster is 
and will remain British! The Catholics of 
Ulster should thus be offered a straight- 
forward choice, either to accept the 
implication of the Declaration, remain in 
Ulster and pursue the honest and peaceful 
lives that many most certainly desire or, if 
they find life under the British Crown an 
intolerable prospect, to remove themselves 
and their assets from the territory of those 
they find so repugnant and join their fellow 
republicans in the South. 

Such a Declaration of Intent would 
not, by itself, solve the problem of Ulster 
but it would reveal to the world that after 


years of anarchy and drift, Britain’s policy 
for Ulster was being made abundantly clear: 
Ulster is and will remain an integral part of 
the United Kingdom. Other measures should 
be initiated. There should be an increase in 
the number of Ulster MP’s at Westminster 
from twelve to at least eighteen; the restor- 
ation of all Icoal authority functions to the 
relevant Ulster authorities; the strengthening 
of the Royal Ulster Constabulary and the 
Ulster Defence Regiment which should aim 
to recruit loyal Catholics within their ranks; 
and of course the introduction of Capital 
Punishment for terrorist attacks. 


ECONOMIC ACTION 


Economic action, vital if Ulster is to 
enjoy any future prosperity, should include 
money to be allocated by central government 
for development purposes; a public works 
scheme to be inaugurated, i.e. using the 
unemployed to restore much of the damage 
to property caused by years of strife; and 
maximum encouragement to be given in the 
form of loans and grants and tax con- 
cessions for mainland Britain firms to invest 
in Ulster. If it is questioned how these and 
other schemes could be financed, it should be 
remembered that since 1965, Zambia has 
received £86 million of British taxpayers’ 
money and a futher £52 million has been 
promised by our despicable government for 
this year and next! Since 1974, the revo- 
lutionary Marxist Government of Mozam- 
bique has received £22.5 million from the 
British taxpayer and more has been promised 
by the Minister for Overseas Development, 
the nauseating Mrs. Judith Hart. These 
examples are but a very small part of the 
millions squandered every year on “aid” to 
the states of Black Marxists and other 
assorted buffoons and savages of the “Third 
World”. 

Diplomatic action should consist in 
making it clear to the government of the 
Republic of Ireland that they will keep their 
noses out of what is an internal British 
problem, and in exploding the so-called 
“Trish dimension” once and for all. The 
inhabitants of Ulster are British Ulstermen 
who regard themselves as such. The great 
majority are not Irish at all in any real sense; 
that minority which regards itself as primarily 
Irish and rejects any British link should not 
remain in Ulster but move to the Republic 
of Ireland. The government of the Republic 
should be told that it will be held ultimately 
responsible for any terrorist attacks 
launched against Ulster from its soil and that 
various forms of retaliation, including 
economic sanctions and raids on terrorist 
bases and areas within the Republic, would 
be the result of such attacks. Only strong 
words backed by strong action command 
the respect of other states. Spinelessness, 
the stock-in-trade of all British Governments 
since 1945 in their dealings with other 
nations, is seen for what it is and treated 
with the contempt it deserves. 


happened because our Western European 
civilisation is, above all, a Christian civilis- 


The overriding political objective is 
that a Government supported by the 
majority should steer the Province of Ulster 
into an ever closer relationship with the 
United Kingdom as a whole so that it 
becomes, and is seen to become, as much a 
part of the United Kingdom as Yorkshire or 
Kent. A policy of action such as the one 
outlined is not, of course, likely to be 
adopted by the present liberal-internationalist 
political establishment, whichever of its 
parties is in power. But few people would 
dispute that a solution to the impasse in 
Ulster is essential, and one that has as its 
central aim the strengthening of both Ulster 
and Britain as a whole should commend 
itself to everyone who wishes to see Great 
Britain strong once again. 


IS THE CHURCH 
COMMITTING SUICIDE? 
Contd. from page 5 


ation, whose law and culture is based on a 


‘Christian way of life — in brief, the Church 
‘is committing suicide. This is the inevitable 
‘consequence of politicisation. 


The pomp and splendour of an active 


and confident Church has gone. Now the 


congregations too are disappearing. And last 


of all the churches themselves are dis- 


appearing. The Church of England declared 
592 churches redundant between 1968 and 
1976, and Non-Conformist chapels are 


disappearing at an even faster rate, no doubt 
to the constant surprise of our political 


prelates. The truth remains that fund raising 


appeals will continue to meet with blank 
faces because the Church has lost the respect 
of everyday Christians. It no longer measures 
up to their faith that its leaders will remain 
an impartial guiding influence to future 
generations. They will not give money to 
save the architectural 
Anglican Church from being broken up 
because they rightly suppose that these 
poorly attended 
preserved as political auditoria and museum 
pieces. 


heritage of the 


churches will only be 


As a civilisation we have a lot to lose 


by allowing the Church to change and decay. 
The answer is obvious. We must encourage 
the Church, its leaders and ministers to 
return to the unique position it formerly 
occupied, being concerned with spirituality 
and the Christian ethic, and not with half- 
baked secular and political verbiage. 


Show the Flag 


FLAGS, ROSETTES, 
POLES ETC. 
SEND STAMP FOR LIST 


W. BROWN, 20 SUTTON WAY, 
HESTON, MIDDX, TW5 OJA 
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JAMES CROSSBOW 


ONE WORLD 
JANISSARIES 


THE TOP ffinanciers, politicians and 
industrialists who are planning One World 
cannot run the show single handed. They 
need their executive class of intellectual 
and administrative janissaries to do the day 
to day work of advancing towards One 
World and then administering it. 

A recent book, Global Reach by 
Barnett and Muller (Jonathan Cape, 1975), 
apparently by left wing authors, written as 
an attack on the economic exploitation of 
the earth by the multi-national corporations 
incidentally exposes the existence of this 
janissary class, their motivation, beliefs and 
methods. The multi-nationals and _ their 
executives emerge as constant workers 
towards One World, motivated in many cases 
by a simple-minded belief in a planned 
planetary economy as the solution to the 
world’s problems and without any under- 
standing of the forces of High Finance 
allied with Communism which are the real 
power drivers for One World. Nowhere in 
this otherwise brilliant book is there any 
mention or understanding of the role of 
High Finance. 

A lust for planetary and personal 
power as a second major motivation of the 
multi-national executive class also clearly 
emerges. 

At page 13 the authors say: “The men 
who run the global corporations are the first 
in history with the organisation, technology, 
money and ideology to make a credible try 
at managing the world as an integrated unit 
... proclaim their faith that, where conquest 
has failed, business can succeed.” 

IBM’s Jacques Maison Rouge is quoted: 
“In the forties Wendell Wilkie spoke about 
One World, in the seventies we are inexorably 
pushed towards it.” Aurelio Peccei, a 
director of Fiat and organiser of the Club of 
Rome, states flatly that the global corpor- 
ation “is the most powerful agent for the 
internationalisation of human _ activity.” 
Clearly, both these men seem convinced, as 
do virtually all of the multi-national 
executives interviewed, that their One World 
is inevitable. 

The Club of Rome referred to has 
frequently featured in On Target: Founded 
by the Rockefellers, its object is to frighten 
the West into a One World state run by an 
alliance of financiers and Communists by its 
message that exhaustion of resources is 
about to cause a global collapse. Recently, 
under pressure from the Rockefeller interests 
it has slightly altered its message to one that 
economic growth will cause economic 
collapse unless the world’s growth is 
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controlled by a One World state. 

The multi-national managers have 
managed to convince at least the authors and 
perhaps even themselves that they really 
believe that they will solve the world’s 
problems. At page 51 the authors report: 
‘The top managers apparently need to 
believe that the institution . . . can save the 
world.” Their immediate aim of propa- 
gandising the world on these lines emerges at 
pages 59-60: ‘“‘Chief Executives’ Round 
Table (an exclusive meeting club for the top 
multi-national company leaders) concluded: 

‘The task of international business is. 
facing its central response to nationalism — 
educating people that what it is doing in 
the interest of every human being, that what 
it is doing will eliminate hunger and increase 
the goods and services available to everybody 
. .. The global corporation must also make a 
huge effort . . . to educate people who 
would prefer not to be educated and who so 
deeply feel that the nation state is necessary 
for their happiness.’ ” (Our emphasis.) 


PRINCIPAL OBSTACLE 


The nation state is seen as the 
principal obstacle to One World and its 
destruction is the primary aim of the multi- 
national corporations. The authors state at 


pages 15—16: 
“The Managers of the global corpor- 
ations . . . are demanding . . . the right to 


transcend the nation state, and in the 
process to transform it . . . as Charles P. 
Kindleberger, one of the leading U-S. 
authorities on international economics puts 
it: ‘The international corporation has no 
country to which it owes more loyalty than 
any other . . .’ A spokesman for Union 
Carbide said: ‘It is not proper for an inter- 
national corporation to put the welfare of 
any country in which it does business above 
that of any other.’ ” 

The authors continue on pages 18—19: 
“the . .. managers see the nation-state as the 
chief obstable to planetary development” 
and cite George Ball as saying that the 
nation state “is a very old fashioned idea and 
badly adapted to our complex world.” Ball 
is a former executive of Warburgs, bankers, 
which family have, over the last century, 
played one of the leading roles among High 
Financiers in the move to One World. It was 
James Warburg who, in evidence to the US. 
Senate in 1950, stated that One World 
would come by conquest or by consent. An 
earlier generation of Warburgs played a 
leading part in the events leading to the 


financing of the Russian Revolution. Ball 
was also U.S. Lawyer for the Common 
Market Commission and his role in the 
Congo tragedy is fully set out in The New 
Unhappy Lords by the late A. K. Chesterton. 

In the words of the authors at page 
19, “a little more than a generation after the 
withering of the wartime dream of world 
brotherhood a new generation of globalists 
have launched an attack on the nation state 
more radical than anything proposed by 
World Federalists . . . Jacques Maison Rouge 
likes to point out that ‘Down with Borders’, 
a revolutionary student slogan of the 1968 
Paris university uprising in which some of his 
children were involved is also a common 
slogan at IBM.”’ Maison Rouge had, at page 
18, been quoted as saying that “.. . the 
world’s leading corporate managers now see 
the nation state . . . as the chief obstacle to 
planetary development.” 

Maison Rouge’s words exemplify the 
common aims of the French Communist 
students and Big Business — nowhere in the 


GEORGE BALL 
“The nation state is a very old-fashioned idea” 


book do the authors seem to have any grasp 
of this aspect of their remarkable researches. 

As a means of destroying the nation 
state and creating the ‘“‘people control” 
sought by the One Worlders the multi- 
nationals see Communism and socialism as 
aids, thus confirming the long held view on 
the Right that Communism is not an end in 
itself but, in the words of former U.S. top 
Red, Dr. Bella M. Dodd, “Communism is 
part of a much bigger conspiracy” — the One 
World conspiracy of High Finance. Thus the 
authors at page 65 comment: 

“In their quest for legitimacy the 
World Managers are seeking to put together 
a new consensus that will incorporate every 
progressive movement . . . above all global 
corporations need stability . . . one corporate 


strategist told us, socialism, far from being 
‘the end of the world’ is a big help, because 
it ensures ‘stability’ in large areas of the 
world.” 

Again without realising the full 
implications the authors at page 95 comment 
on Nixon’s detente policy: 

“The basic contours of the Nixon 
foreign policy are precisely in accord with 
the global corporations’ own political strategy 
. . . @ world in which military power is para- 
mount will be dominated by national 
governments . . . but, if economic power is 
dominant, corporations will gain 
increasing political leadership.” 

Finally, come the men and women 
who actually do the dirty work at the grass- 
roots. Their brainwashing into a total lack of 
patriotic feeling is described at page 62: 

“The carriers of the new globalism are 
. . . employees of global corporations who 
have developed a loyalty to their companies 
and to their professions which is far more 
important to them than their loyalty to their 
country.” 

I could of course write another book 
on conclusions to be drawn. One stands out. 
None of this would be possible without the 
corruption of the executive and professional 
classes by a total lack of patriotic feelings. 
In part these are anaesthetised by liberalism 
in the universities and media and in part by 
the crass materialism of our time. Even if a 
future patriotic government breaks the 
power of High Finance in this generation we 
shall be at risk to the danger recurring until 
patriotism again imbues all classes, and these 
rootless intellectuals and professionals are 
driven from every position of power and 
influence. 


TOLERANT 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


“Humanitarianism, their ruling passion, an ersatz substitute for charity, invariably 
sides where there is most room for sentimental self-indulgence in the filth or famine of 
others. It sides automatically with the dog against the man, the Jew against the 
Christian, the black against the white, the servant against the master, the criminal 
against the judge. It is a suicidal form of moral perversion due to overdomestication, 
protestantism gone bad, just as are the other perversions with which our intellectuals 
are riddled.” 


from Flowering Rifle by the poet Roy Campbell 
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YOU MUST HAVE A SUPPLY 
OF THIS BOOKLET! 


Order your supply now before the next libel writ is issued. Re-distribute 
to your friends and workmates. 20p per copy. 


or ANAL Press Spokesman 


RATES 


1 copy: 20p + 8p p&p 

2 to 9 copies: 20p each + p&p @ 5p per copy 
10 copies:.£1.60 + 60p p&p 

20 copies: £2.80 + 90p p&p 

50 copies: £6.00 + £1.20 p&p 

100 copies: £11.00 + £1.40 p&p 

200 copies: £18.00 + £1.70 p&p 

500 copies: £40.00 + carriage charge 

Order from: Excalibur House, 73 Great Eastern 
Street, London EC2. 


‘BAN FRONT’ 
CALL BY 
CRC MAN 


A CALL to ban the National Front 
was made by Dr M. S. Salim at a 
meeting of the Elton branch of: 
Bury and Radcliffe Labour Party. 

Dr Salim, a member of the 
Executive Committee of Bury 
Metro Community Relations 
Council, said the Labour Party 
ought to back the campaign to 
outlaw the National Front. 

He added that if the Front were 
banned there would. be no question 
of local authorities being 
embarrassed by applications to use 
public halls for their meetings. 

Chairman, Mr _ Robert 
Hargreaves said the Labour Party 
was committed to building a 
tolerant society. 


from the Bury Times (29.9.78) 


Spearhead is available from our office to those who wish to ensure obtaining copies for themselves 
every month and to those who wish to obtain quantities for redistribution. 

Those wishing for copies for themselves each month should take out a subscription by filling 
in the form below and sending it to us with a cheque or postal order for the amount applicable. 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick in box where applicable): — 
British Isles: £3.56 CL) Overseas unsealed surface mail: £3.80() Overseas sealed surface mail: £5.72 0 
Unsealed air-mail Europe: €5.36 (1) Unsealed air mail Canada, U.S.A., South America, Africa, Middle 
East: £5.66 L) Unsealed air-mail Australia, New Zealand, Far East: £6.38 0 


Please note: These overseas rates apply if remittance is by international money order; if remittance 
is by cheque an additional charge of 25p applies, as our bankers require this as commission for the 
handling of all foreign cheques. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows: — 

10-19 copies: 16p ea.; 20-49 copies: 14p ea.; 50-99 copies: 12p ea.; 100-199 copies: 11p ea.; 
200-499 copies: 9p ea.; 500 copies and over: 8p ea. (For advice on postal rates, please contact our 
office). 


All cheques or postal orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent to: Excalibur House, 
73 Great Eastern Street, London E.C.2. 
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SIR: With reference to the article “Fluori- 
dation — For or Against” by P. Clavell-Blount, 
and in consideration of the ethical dilemma 
involved I might, if framing my question 
along the lines of the author’s test, ask “‘Is it 
right, when the means are available to reduce 
or even prevent much pain, infection and 
mutilation in future generations, to withhold 
those means provided they can be demon- 
strated to be safe?” 

It is certainly untrue that the number 
of people consuming fluoride and _ the 
amount of fluoride consumed would be 
unknown. Such statistical calcuations are 
easy to compile accurately. Incidentally, it 
is not generally known that it is very simple 
and cheap to remove fluoride from drinking 
water by means of a filter, should anyone 
feel strongly enough to wish to do so. 

I have heard it suggested that by 
accident or nefarious design a city’s water 
supply could be flooded with enough 
fluorides to kill off the whole population. 
The stupidity of this can be readily 
appreciated when it is demonstrated that to 
produce even the threshold of toxic 
symptoms would require at least four tons 
of sodium fluoride to be added to each 
million gallons of water, i.e. several goods- 
train loads in even a small reservoir. Why go 
to such lengths when a single ounce of 
botulinus toxin would accomplish the 
purpose? (Journ. of Amer. Water Works 
Assons. 1951). 

Negligible amounts are stored in 
human soft tissues, and in any case do not 
rise with increased levels in the drinking 
water. (Smith, Gardner et alia. Arch. of Ind. 
Health 1960). 

As regards the safety aspect, it is a 
totally false comparison to cite the disaster 
of thalidomide. This was a synthetic product 
introduced to patients in comparatively large 
quantities — fluoride is a naturally occurring 
element (seventeenth in order of abundance 
in the earth’s crust) and has been studied for 
as many decades as years in the case of 
thalidomide, and by a far, far wider group of 
experts. Goodman and Gilman (Pharmaco- 
logical Basis of Therapeutics, 3rd edtn. 1965) 
found that it would be a physical impossi- 
bility for a person to ingest enough fluoride 
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at the proposed 1 ppm level to compound a 
lethal dose. This would require the drinking 


' of 2,200 litres of treated water all at once! 


C. T. BROOKS, L.D.S., R.C.S.(Eng.) 
Chatham, Kent 


SIR: It must have been said innumerable 
times within recent years, and now Mrs. 
Thatcher has spelt it out at the Conservative 
Conference: the Second World War was “a 
war against Racialism.”’ 

So frequently do we hear the word 
“‘racialism”’ used in modern politics that one 
could quite easily fail to observe the key 
significance of that remark. 

Although the word “racialism” was 
virtually unused and unheared of throughout 
the war, and although few of us realised at 
the time that the true objective of the war 
effort was anything other than the defence 
of Britain and her allies (against German 
expansionism, and consequent loss of 
democratic freedom and national sover- 
eignty), who can now doubt the true 
objective when it is told us repeatedly by 
those one might have expected would want 
it hushed up? 

If, as Mrs. Thatcher tells us, Britain’s 
primary war objective was the fight against 
“‘racialism’’, this can be interpreted in only 
one way, that millions of Britons lost their 
lives, their limbs, or their sight in the sole 
pursuit of rescuing the Jews under Hitler’s 
rule from “extermination”’. 

Seen in this light, one would think 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. You 
could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month’s winner (below) was 
published in the Bath and West Evening Chronicle. 


that for this totally altruistic sacrifice on our 
part the Jews owe the British people a truly 
formidable debt of gratitude. 

Surprisingly, it does not seem strikingly 
evident that Zionist Jewry (including such 
powerful bodies as the Board of Deputies of 
British Jews) acknowledge any sense of 
indebtedness to us on that account, unless it 
is to be found in their obsessive desire to 
bestow upon their benefactors what the 
latter could well have secured without 
anyone else’s help, the unique benefits of 
multi-racialism, miscegenation and national 
submergence; all this, let it be noted, in 
return for our having saved them from 
“extermination” at Hitler’s hands! 

R. D. MOLESWORTH 
Cheltenham, Glos. 


SIR: In today’s Daily Express there was an 
article by George Gale, ‘Are Europe’s Farmers 
Eating Us Alive?’ Of course they are. I am 
staunchly Anti-Common Market, and I even 
wrote to Heath and suggested that he called 
a Commonwealth Prime Ministers’ Confer- 
ence, and formed the British and Common- 
wealth Common Market. This was the 
answer that I got from his stooge, now Lord 
Barber: that the nations of the Common- 
wealth were ‘‘too far away.’”’ They were not 
too far away in two World wars! 
It is a pity that the axe and block are 
not in use now! 
R. W. HARRIS 
Brixton, S.W.2 


WITH reference to Stephen 
Dorley-Brown’s letter (Even- 
ing Chronicle, September 20) 


regarding the so-called 
“Anti-Nazi League’s” rea- 
sons for advocating the 


silencing of the National 
Front’s voice. 

Those who care for their 
country and lament its dis- 
unity wiJl not need to be 
reminded of the vested in- 
terest the extreme Left has 
in promoting national chaos. 
When one learns that the 
vanguard of the mis-named 
Anti-Nazi League is. the 
rock-frenzied Socialist Wor- 
kers’ Party and that the 
SWP calls for unrestricted 
immigration into the British 
Isles, the point becomes 
clearer. Our school-leavers’ 


introduction to life is now 
for many of them a transit 
from the gymnasium to the 
dole queue — a shameful 
State of affairs which would 
certainly be aggravated if 
the SWP had its way. 


The National Front does 
not condone racial violence. 
When immigrants were few 
they were regarded with 
curiosity and kindliness, but 
people our towns with them 
in ever increasing numbers 
and you have a recipe for 
social strife. Politicians and 
social theoreticians would 
have been wise to heed the 
first startling pronounce- 
ments of Enoch Powell many 
years ago when he warned 
of the potential danger of 
permitting large-scale im- 
migration into this country. 
Now our lips must be sealed 
by three Acts of coercive 
race legislation. Now our 
politicians must endeavour 
to sort out the worsening 
situation. 

The ANL has mounted a 
slanderous campaign against 
the NF all over the country. 
Their tactic is to create a 
nexus in the minds of ihe 
electorate between the NF 
and the German Nazi Party 


of 1933-45, in order to dis- 
suade people from voting 
NF. The democratic way 
would be to examine all our 
policies and say why they 
are wrong. 

Whenever there is collu- 
sion on the part of the NF’s 
enemies to interpose any 
barrier between its message 
and the electorate, such a 
procedure is undemocratic. 
Once the people are ac- 
quainted with NF policy, we 
have every confidence they 
will vote intelligently. Those 
who attempt to disrupt this 


process stand self- 
condemned, for they fear 
the voice of truth. 

Why is the ANL not 


directing any of its propo- 
ganda against the Conser- 
vative Party? Because they 
realise the NF is the only 
real threat to Communism! 
KEITH BROWN 
Secretary, Bath Group, 
National Front. 
6 Cleveland Place East, 
Bath. 


TROUBLE SHOOTING 
Contd. from page 8 


into the party’s ultra-secure H.Q. in King 
Street, Covent Garden, and were allowed to 
film all manner of top-level committee 
meetings, back room bargaining sessions, 
social gatherings, debates at the conference 
and sotto mutterings on the conference 
platform. 

The length and apparent intimacy of 
the ‘documentary’ was carefully calculated 
to evoke the following reaction from viewers 
and reviewers alike: 

That the Reds, though boring and 
long-winded, are making a sincere bid to put 
anti-democratic Stalinism behind them. The 
way in which they allowed the film makers 
to intrude into their internal gatherings 
shows that they now practise as well as 
preach a more democratic and open approach 
to politics. Thus they are no longer a threat 
to our democratic institutions, but simply a 
Euro-Communist style democratic party, to 
the Left of the Labour Party but, perhaps 
one day, a reputable ally for Labour to 
cultivate — and even absorb. 


RED EDITORIAL CONTROL 


Such a conclusion might (for the very 
trusting) be possible if (a) Granada’s Head of 
Features was not formerly an active Marxist, 
(b) if Granada’s film team covering the CP 
deliberations retained absolute editorial 
control over the many hours of footage 
which they shot. But they did not. 

In total contradiction to every prin- 
ciple of Editorial Control (which ‘principles’ 
were stridently quoted to me by Brian 
Lapping to justify his refusal to give advance 
written notice of specific questions to be 
asked of John Tyndall in a proposed filmed 
interview) the basis of the co-operation 
between Granada and the Communist Party 
was that the Communist Party leadership 
was given the right to pre-view all footage 
which Granada proposed to include in the 
film to be transmitted, and an unconditional 
right to have cut out any footage which they 
did not like. 

It was further agreed that there was to 
be no voice-over commentary from an inde- 
pendent journalist, nor any interviews with 
any CP members or officials. The only voices 
on the film were to be CP personnel debating 
with each other and making speeches! 

No other political party in the history 
of British television has ever been allowed to 
have a three hour serialised ‘documentary’ 
made about it by a company whose Features 
Executive is sympathetic to its aims; in 
which there were no interviews, only state- 
ments from party members in conversation/ 
debate with each other; and over which the 
leaders of the party, not the film makers, 
exercised final editorial control. 

This kind of relationship between 
Communist Party bosses and the media 
exists behind the Iron Curtain of course! 

Compare Granada’s treatment of the 


Communist Party with Granada’s treatment 
of the National Front. Our Chairman’s four 
minutes right of reply to a smear edited 
down to less than a minute! 


BIAS AND MALICE 


No wonder Roger “I’m-Jewish-but- 
anti-Zionist”’ Protz (like Granada’s Gus 
Macdonald, a former member of the Inter- 
national Socialists) was able to write a 
review of the World In Action film ‘“‘about” 
the NF for the International Marxist Group 
paper Socialist Challenge (20.7.78) exulting 
in Granada’s bias and malice: 

“In one important respect World In 
Action’s recent programme on the National 
Front marked a breakthrough in investigative 
journalism. World In Action broke out of 
the straitjacket of ‘balance’ and ‘impartiality’ 
used by most television executives to de-gut 
any topic deemed by them to be ‘difficult’ 
or ‘controversial ’.”’ 

See how a convinced “revolutionary 
Marxist” and self-styled “anti-Zionist”’ can 
praise and glorify the propaganda production 
of a company that is owned and largely 
staffed by Zionists! 

The international capitalist nature of 
Granada was revealed in a report by Sue 
Summers in the London Evening Standard 
of October 10. Under the heading “The 
Europe experiment” she reported: 

“The biggest multi-national TV project 
ever conceived is about to get under way in 
London. Granada Television has joined forces 
with its counterparts in Belgium, Denmark, 
Holland, Sweden, the U.S., Germany and 
Switzerland to mount a current affairs series 
which will look at European problems from 
an international standpoint. 

“Probably the most ambitious inter- 
national co-production ever, Inside Europe 
will be shown in all eight countries within 
the same 48 hours. It could reach 100 
million people — the largest audience ever 
for a current affairs series. 

“Editorial decisions are to be made by 
an eight-person committee composed of 
current affairs TV professionals .. . but the 
programme will be made by Granada. 

“ It’s an experiment in being inter- 
national,’ says overall editor Roger Graef.”’ 


LORD GREED 


Granada may be the nastiest of all the 
ITV programme companies, but others are 
not far behind. Associated Television (ATV) 
— owned by Zionist multi-millionaire Lord 
Lew Grade — employs the likes of White 
South African renegade Antony R. Thomas. 
This man’s ‘documentaries’ about South 
Africa shown last year were so full of 
obvious mocking hate for his own people 
that they won him lavish praise from Leftist 
racial-masochists everywhere. 

This dreadful creep affected to be 
surprised and hurt when we refused to give 
him any assistance earlier this year in making 
a film “about” the National Front. (Next 


time this man is on a smooth-talking con-job 


he should always carry his brief case con- 


taining his Board of Deputies and Moishe 
Ludmer provided “research notes” with him 
everywhere, even going to the toilet, when 
visiting people down Hoxton way!) 

Thames Televisien is not owned, as far 
as I know, by a big name, Labour Party sup- 
porting Zionist millionaire, as Granada and 
ATV are. Fifty per cent of Thames is owned 
by The British Electric Traction Co. Ltd., 
whose Directors are a Tory gang, including 
Chairman Sir John Spencer Wills (member, 
UK Council, European Movement) and 
former Tory Cabinet Minister Christopher 
Chataway. BET donated £5,060 to the 
Conservative Party in 1977. 

Despite the respectable non-Marxist, 
non-Zionist standing of these worthies, their 
Thames TV company — and especially its 
Thames at Six news magazine programme — 
contrives to be as vicious as World In Action. 


ENEMY OVER-KILL 


During the week in September that 
Excalibur House was opened by NF 
Properties Ltd., Thames at Six had opponents 
of the NF on twice: a Hackney Councillor 
on the Monday, who accused the NF of 
perpetrating three racial murders in the 
Brick Lane area; then on the Friday ANAL 
Press Spokesman Peter Hain, who likewise 
directed untrue allegations of violence 
against the NF. 

No NF spokesman was invited on to 
either programme to give the NF’s point of 
view and refute the serious allegations. 
Letters to Thames officials asking for an 
explanation for such unfair treatment go 
unanswered. 

On Thursday 30th November an 
ANAL spokesman was again on Thames at 
Six levelling accusations of violence against 
the NF . . . and on the same day Peter Hain 
was on BBC TV’s Nationwide declaring that 
it is “NF policy to exterminate Black 
people”! The following morning ANAL 
Organiser and SWP member Paul Holborrow 
had an hour with Brian Hayes on LBC Radio 
abusing the NF. 

NF spokesmen were excluded from 
each of these programmes, and telephone 
calls requesting if not a full right of reply, 
then at least the opportunity to refute 
specific criminal allegations, were treated 
with mocking insolence or feigned boredom. 

One should not become too outraged 
by such outrageous bias. Such programmes 
are indicative not just that the media moguls 
and their hacks hate us, but that they fear 
us also. 

While in the long term we must aim to 
build up alternative information media, in 
the short term I think we may gain some 
advantage from the ‘over-kill’, crudity and 
manifest unfairness of the current anti-NF 
campaign. Comparatively small though we 
still are, we have made Goliath jumpy — and 
a jumpy giant can lose his footing! We must 
keep on aiming our little pebbles at his eye! 
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Thousands march on NF Remembrance Parade 


Thousands of National Front members 
and supporters with their families marched 
to the Cenotaph in Whitehall on the NF’s 
traditional Remembrance Day Parade on 
Sunday, November 12th to honour Britain’s 
war dead. 

The huge parade, still pouring into 
Parliament Square when the head of the 
column had reached the top of Whitehall, 
was at least as big as last year’s march which 
was considered of record size. 

Led by the Manchester NF Drum 
Corps, a forest of Union Jack and Common- 

wealth flags, followed by the NF Ex- 
Servicemen’s party wearing their medals, the 
march concluded at the Cenotaph with a 


solemn service of Remembrance. Capt. 


Kenneth McKilliam led the thousands of NF’ 


marchers in a Christian service after wreaths 
had been laid by Wing Cmdr. Peter Lewis- 
Wittam (RAF Retd.) and NF Deputy Chair- 
man Cmdr. Andrew Fountaine (RN Retd.). 
The wreaths commemorated the sacrifice of 
the British and Commonwealth servicemen, 
including those of Rhodesia and South 
Africa, in both world wars. 

A pitiful, tasteless demonstration en 
route by “Anti-Nazi League” yobbos against 
the alleged extermination of Negroes at 
Belsen was contemptuously ignored. 

The great NF event ended with a 
stirring patriotic rally on the South Bank, 


SPEARHEAD RILES THE ‘GROVELLING’TORIES 


TORY 


MR TIM’ BRINTON, 
head covered with a 
handkerchief at the Sikh 
Temple—the picture re- 
produced by the National 


Front. Sikh Temple, Gravesend, last month. 


Pot oe Po, SO eee 


Last month’s Spearhead issue which 
exposed the nauseating antics of the Tory 
candidate in Gravesend to win the Immigrant 
vote has hit the Tories on a raw nerve. 

An outburst of indignation from 
Conservative candidate Tim Brinton, who 
appeared in Oriental head-covering at the 
local Sikh temple, was published on the 
front page of the Gravesend & Dartford 
Recorder. Spluttering that Spearhead’s 
article was “a splendid example of the 
gutter press,” he hotly denied that his action 
was a cynical attempt to scrape up vital 
Asian votes in the marginal constituency. 

Brinton also denied that the new 


the Conservatives of ‘grovelling’ for immi- 
grant votes has been slammed by Grave- 
send’s prospective Parliamentary Tory can- 


didate, Mr Tim Brinton (writes TONY 
VINCE). 
Latest issue of the Front’s magazine “Spearhead”, 


Conservatives accused of ‘grovelling’ for immigrant votes 


AT SMEAR BY 


NATIONAL Front propaganda accusing ¢ 


contains references to Mr Brinton’s speech at the 


y at . secuses the Tories of 
Janie etandaord 


HITS OUT 


position of the Conservative party on 
immigration of “holding out the prospect 
of an end to immigration” (note, only the 
prospect) was a cheap bid to win White 
votes as well. “I would stress that the 
Conservative party is sincere in believing 
we should continue to look for an end to 
the level of immigration,” he said. 

“Continue to look for an end to the 
level . . .” That meaningless phrase sounds 
very much like “holding out the prospect 
of an end,” does it not? 

“We must learn to stretch out the 
hand of friendship from both sides,” he 
waffled. 


INSTANT LOTTERY i aid of the EXCALIBUR CLUB 


Branches! Groups! NF Members! Carry a fruit machine in your pocket — 
and you can’t fail to make big money! The lottery tickets in aid of the 
Excalibur Club are available now. 

JACKPOT £500 


plus 2 x £50, plus 10 x £10, plus 25 x £5 
PLUS hundreds of smaller prizes so that 1 TICKET IN EVERY 10 IS 
A WINNER 
Tickets 20p each, available in books of 100 tickets. Full details from 
Excalibur Club, 73 Great Eastern Street, London E.C.2. 
VERY GENEROUS DISCOUNT 
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with speakers Nick Griffin (YNF Student 


Organiser), Wing Cmdr. Peter Lewis-Wittam, 
Andrew Fountaine and NF Chairman John 
Tyndall. 


FILMS FOR HIRE 


The following films are now available 
for hire to Branches of the National Front. 
Branch Organisers who may be interested 
should send for a catalogue containing 
details to: Film Hire, Box No. 5545, 
Excalibur House, 73 Great Eastern Street, 
London EC2. 

National Front in Action 
Colour/Sound Super8 Approx. #% hour 

Full of action-packed sequences of 
important NF marches and_ activities 
including the Lewisham disturbances, NF 
counter-demonstrations against Marxists, NF 
leaders speaking at rallies, thousands of ex- 
servicemen and young NF members marching 
to the Cenotaph on Remembrance Day. 

An excellent film for Election purposes 
and for showing to new members and 
supporters. 


Survival Ethics 
Colour/Sound Super8 Approx. % hour 

The entirely new and menacing situ- 
ation of racial confrontation in Britain over 
the past 20 years has produced one obvious 
need. Although the White population 
stubbornly resists efforts to integrate races by 
force, it is glaringly obvious that Britons 
need to acquire what other races seem to 
possess instinctively, namely, a survival ethic 
in racial matters. 

This film examines some of the more 
insidious techniques used by the propagan- 
dists of the race relations industry. It also 
propounds sound principles for an ideology 
of racial survival. 

Also available: 


Breakdown of a Society 

Colour/Sound Super8 Approx. % hour 

The Clerical Error 

Colour/Sound Super8 Approx. 2 hour 
Filmed and produced by James 

Macintyre. 


IT’S ROSES FOR OUR HELENA! 

DARD\ KACE BUAKUY YEE ve. 

rg \TYRANTS |ULL 
| CAUSE 

irre |RACE HATRED 
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NF members with placards denouncing 
the Race Act crowded outside the Magistrates 
Court at Lavender Hill, S. London last 
month to support Helena Steven and 
Desmond Fenwick when they appeared to 
answer summonses under the Race Relations 
Act. 

Helena, a housewife and the National 
Front candidate in the Lambeth Central 
(Brixton) by-election this year, is being 
prosecuted with her election agent Mr. 
Fenwick for leaflets distributed during the 
campaign drawing attention to Black 
mugging in the area. 

Outside the courtroom, Helena was 
presented with red roses by S.E.London 
NF Regional Organiser, Mr. Peter Williams. 
Earlier in November, NF members had 
marched with Martin Webster to Richmond 
Magistrates Court to support him when he 
appeared to answer Race Act summonses 
against two issues of National Front News, 
of which he is Editor. 

These prosecutions, as well as those 
against two 19 year old Young National 
Front organisers from Manchester, Paul 
Chynoweth and Steven Smith, for 
distributing anti-immigration leaflets, are 
part of a new Labour government crack- 
down on the NF before the General Election. 
All five prosecutions will be vigorously 
contested. 


YOUNG N.F. 
FOOTBALL 
LEAGUE CUP 


Battle commenced on September 10th 
for the London YNF Football League cup. 
Eight teams will be playing matches fort- 
nightly for the next eight months. YNF 
Chairman Philip Gegan will present the cup 
to the winning team at a special ceremony 
in May of next year. 

The teams, Barking, Bromley, Camden, 
Enfield, Hackney, Loughton, Newham and 
Wandsworth each paid £10 to help pay for 
the cup. This project has been possible due 
to the massive Young National Front recruit- 
ment drive by London units this year. At the 
beginning of this year there were not even 
enough teams to form a League. 

“The League is also proof of the 
YNF’s developing sport attractions,” writes 
YNF Secretariat member, Kevin Randall. 
“While our opponents are wasting away at 
pop festivals, doped up to the eyeballs at 
‘carnivals’ or advocating suicidal race-mixing, 
the White youth of Britain is preserving its 
healthiness and identity.” 

This venture is one which all YNF 
regions will be running in future. Details of 
the League’s progress will appear in every 
issue of Bulldog. Be sure to order your copy 
now! 
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APPEAL 


Your help is urgently needed now to complete the work on Excalibur 
House. There is still major interior refurbishing to be done to bring 
Excalibur House to the level of efficiency that you, the members and | - 
supporters of the National Front, require. Please help as generously as you | — 
can. We need to raise £16,000, so every contribution counts. 


EXCALIBUR HOUSE APPEAL 


To: The Hon. Treasurer 


| read John Tyndall’s appeal for financial contributions towards the work 
on Excalibur House, and | wish to help as much as | can. | realise that the 
purchase of Excalibur House is the most important step forward in the 
party’s history and enclose a donation so that the remaining work can be 
completed as quickly as possible. 


London E.C.2. 


L enclose a-donation of £2) <7. 26 8 avis p and will try to make ~ 
further donations whenever | can. 


Please make cheques, P.O.s payable to National Front, and cross them - 
‘Building Fund’, and send to Excalibur House, 73 Great Eastern Street, — 
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CREED OF A NATIONALIST 
Contd. from page 7 


In appraising the history, tradition, 
custom and psychology of the British 
peoples, we in the National Front believe 
that the only: method of government that 
will work. with any permanence in this 
country and kindred Anglo-Celtic countries 
around the world is that which will exist by 
popular representation and consent and 
which will give to people the right to debate 
freely the great issues of the day — in 
essence Democracy. 

But this is solely because we think that 
a form of Democracy is what suits the 
national temperament, not because we think 
Democracy is morally right. It may not have 
been right for Germans and Italians before 
and during the last war; it may not be right 
for Chileans and Iranians today. Different 
peoples at different times have different 
political needs. Our argument against 
Dictatorship is not an ideological argument; 
it is merely a difference of opinion as to the 
best way to get things done. 

As to Freedom, in the type of society 
to which we aim I do not envisage the 
average individual having any less freedom 
than he has now — indeed he may have 
more. It will be the moral basis of Freedom 
that will change. 

We do not see it as the object of 
society to make the individual as free as 
possible» within the sole limits postulated 
by Bentham and his liberal disciples; we 
believe it right to strive for a fine balance in 
the extension of freedom whereby the 
individual is enhanced as a member of his 
people,“ whereby he becomes the best 
possible servant of his people. 

This should be enough freedom to 
encourage his personal enterprise and 
initiative and to give scope for the exercise 
of his individual gifts but not so much 
freedom that he becomes cut off from his 
duties towards his people. 


THE REAL CONFLICT 


It is symptomatic of the stupidity of 
the contemporary liberal West that it regards 


the crucial world conflict of today and 
tomorrow as being between its type of 
society, in which the _ individual is 
theoretically supposed to be ‘free’, and the 
Communist type, in which the individual is 
tightly regimented and controlled. In reality 
these societies, while differing in their 
methods, serve the same basic goal; they are 
humanist-orientated, and their aim is a 
cosmopolitan world society in which one 
man is considered as good as another and in 
which Nationality and Race are of no 
account; they seek a placid and bovine 
Mankind, preoccupied first and foremost 
with the pursuits of food, drink, pleasure 
and safety. In the shaping of this world 
Marxists differ from Benthamite liberals 
only in so much as the former place more 
emphasis on the role of collective action. 

The real conflict of today and 
tomorrow is entirely different: the real 
conflict is between this uniform, cosmo- 
politan world society, with its lotus-eating 
ideals, and the resurgent spirit of Nationality 
and Race, with its promethian ideals of 
Genius, Beauty, Nobility, Destiny and 
Heroism. 

As the standard-bearers of this spirit in 
Britain and among British Folk, we fight 
with equal passion against the worlds of 
both East and West, of Communism and 
Usury-Capitalism, of the harsh Marxist 
slave-state and of soft liberal decadence. 

We fight — and we shall win, because 
the future, as always, belongs to those who 
are prepared to brave the storms, to set their 
eyes on the lofty peaks, to struggle and 
sacrifice for goals greater than themselves, 
to march with the thunder and the drums of 
history. 


“SPEARHEAD FUND 


Money over and above normal income 
‘from sales is needed to build up 
| SPEARHEAD. 

Your help would be greatly appreciated. 
Please make out your postal orders or 
cheques to Spearhead, and send them to: 
Excalibur House, 73 Great Eastern Street, 
London E.C.2. 


THEY SHALL 
NOT PASS! 


Quota of | 
colour 


SIX school-leavers are being ~ 
trained as assistant housing 
officers in a London borough. 
Their salaries will be £1,900 a 
year; their total training will 
cost £22,000. 

You might imagine that 
these youngsters have .some 
impressive academic qualifi- 
cations to land such jobs, but 
you would be wrong. They do 
not have a single GCE pass 
among them. 

Their only qualification is 
that they are black and are 
therefore regarded as dis- 
advantaged. This is called 
“positive discrimination.” 


from the Yorkshire Post (6.11.78) 


NF CALENDAR FOR 1979 


70p each. 5 or more 65p each. 12p post & 
packing. Printing also undertaken. Send to: 
M. Tipping, c/o Excalibur House, 73 Great 
Eastern Street, London EC2. 


ACCOMMODATION WANTED 


Furnished accommodation, flat, bed-sit or flat 
share, required by NF Organiser, former 
Directorate member, in London. Reasonable 
rent, please forward details to Spearhead, 
Box No. 777. 


BRITISH NEWS 


The independent news magazine that supports 
the National Front. Annual subscription: £2.00. 
Overseas: £3.00..10p per copy plus post. 10 
copies 80p post free. 20 copies £1.50 post free. 
Sells well at Branch meetings. Write to: S. Gaunt, 
5 Stonecliffe Close, Farnley, Leeds 12. 


Our magazine, though it believes in racial 
differences, opposes race-hatred. All those who 
oppose multi-racialism should attack the 
politicians who promote it, not the immigrants, 
who are merely its victims. 


_ Find out about the National Front 


Send 20p for information pack. 


To: 
NATIONAL FRONT INFORMATION SERVICE 
P.O. BOX 105 

EXCALIBUR HOUSE 

73 GREAT EASTERN STREET 
LONDON EC2P 2AE 

(Tel. 01-739 2187) 
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